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PREFACE 


The  2014  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  is  aptly  described  as 
“extraordinary”  for  five  reasons. 

First,  this  extra  meeting  was  planned  at  the  2012  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  at 
Penang,  which  was  expected  to  be  the  final  meeting.  The  extension  of  the  mandate  of  the 
Standing  Commission  until  2014,  and  with  it  a one  additional  meeting,  was  due  to  the 
rescheduling  of  the  nomination  process  for  all  WCC  commissions.  Now,  the  WCC  has  extended 
the  mandates  of  all  commissions  until  after  the  first  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee  after  an 
Assembly,  when  new  commissions  are  to  be  elected.  This  gathering  at  the  Monastery  of  Bose 
was  thus  the  transitional  meeting  of  Faith  and  Order  between  one  commission  to  the  next. 

Second,  not  only  was  the  2014  meeting  the  last  for  the  present  Standing  Commission,  it  was  also 
the  final  meeting  for  any  Standing  Commission.  Following  the  2012  restructuring  there  will  no 
longer  be  the  dual  structure  of  Plenary  and  Standing  Commissions,  but  henceforth  a single 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order. 

Third,  the  study  projects  from  the  present  mandate  were  all  completed  on  time  in  2012  in 
preparation  of  the  2013  WCC  Assembly.  Part  of  the  work  of  this  meeting  of  the  Standing 
Commission  was  to  reflect  on  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  during  the  past  eight  years,  and  also 
to  reflect  on  the  future  role  of  the  Commission  in  the  coming  years.  As  will  be  seen  in  these 
minutes,  part  of  this  reflection  was  expressed  in  the  heated  conversations  about  the  remaining 
by-laws  that  the  2012  Central  Committee  sent  back  to  the  Commission  for  further  amendment. 

Of  particular  significance,  the  members  of  the  Commission  reflected  together  on  the  reception 
process  of  The  Church : Towards  a Common  Vision  (TCTCV)  since  its  publication  in  early  2013. 

From  the  individual  reports  offered  during  the  meeting  it  became  apparent  that  the  members  of 
the  commission  had  become  vital  agents  of  the  reception  of  the  text,  and  that  TCTCV  was  being 
received  in  varying  ways  (and  degrees)  by  churches  around  the  world. 

Fourth,  the  most  demanding  work  of  this  final  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  cannot  be 
reflected  in  the  minutes,  namely  the  nominations  process  in  closed  sessions.  The  nominations 
process  was  removed  from  the  agenda  of  the  2012  meeting  and  postponed  until  the  2014 
meeting,  and  became  its  major  constitutional  task.  The  nominations’  committee,  ably  led  by  Dr 
Richard  Treloar,  worked  every  day  and  into  every  evening  of  the  meeting  to  prepare  a slate  of 
names  for  the  membership  in  the  new  Commission,  and  to  propose  a single  nomination  for  the 
moderator  of  the  new  Commission.  Faith  and  Order  received  108  names  from  amongst  the 
ablest  theologians  of  the  churches  from  around  the  world.  After  the  restructuring  process,  the 
new  Commission,  however,  was  intended  to  be  comprised  of  no  less  than  forty  members. 
Proposing  forty  names  from  such  a large  list  that  would  both  meet  the  thematic  and  theological 
needs  of  the  new  Commission  and  match  the  balances  sought  in  terms  of  church-family,  region 
and  gender  was  a profound  challenge.  The  nominations’  committee  together  with  the  Standing 
Commission,  however,  did  produce  a slate  of  names  to  be  presented  for  election  to  the  June 
2014  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee.  The  Standing  Commission  also  proposed  a single 


1 


nomination  for  the  next  Moderator  of  Faith  and  Order,  Rev.  Dr  Susan  Durber  of  the  United 
Reformed  Church;  she  was  duly  elected  by  the  Central  Committee. 

A fifth  extraordinary  aspect  of  this  meeting  was  its  setting:  the  Monastery  of  Bose  and  its 
community  of  brothers  and  sisters.  Our  meeting  and  deliberations  were  supported  by  the  daily 
prayer  and  remarkable  hospitality  of  this  community  with  its  historic  ecumenical  vocation  under 
the  leadership  of  its  prior,  Brother  Enzo  Bianchi.  A particular  word  of  thanks  to  the  guest  master 
Brother  Marco  and  his  team;  they  worked  with  Faith  and  Order  staff  for  many  months  to 
prepare  this  meeting. 

My  thanks  are  extended,  as  always,  to  the  experienced  and  pastoral  leadership  of  the  Moderator 
of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order,  His  Eminence  Metropolitan  Dr  Vasilios  of  Constantia- 
Ammochostos.  With  warmth  and  kindness,  and  yet  with  firmness  when  needed,  Metropolitan 
Vasilios’  leadership  set  the  tone  for  the  life  and  work  of  the  Commission  since  his  election  in 
2006  and  brought  its  work  to  completion  at  this  meeting. 

My  thanks  also  to  the  Vice-moderators  of  the  Commission:  Fr  Frans  Bouwen,  Bishop  John 
Hind,  Mrs  Sarah  Kaulule,  Dr  Hermen  Shastri,  and  Dr  Valburga  Schmiedt  Streck.  These  veterans 
of  Faith  and  Order  gave  much  appreciated  public  leadership  as  moderators  of  the  working 
sessions  of  all  the  Standing  and  Plenary  Commission  meetings.  With  the  Moderator,  they  also 
gave  leadership  “behind  the  scenes”  that  shaped  the  life  and  work  of  Faith  and  Order  during 
these  past  years.  I particularly  valued  the  meetings  of  the  officers  from  2008  to  2010,  during  my 
first  years  as  Director.  The  2010  meeting,  however,  set  the  direction  of  the  work  of  the 
Commission  until  the  end  of  its  mandate. 

Two  WCC  staff  members  are  ex  officio  members  of  the  leadership  of  Faith  and  Order  together 
with  the  Moderator  and  Vice-moderators:  the  Director,  and  the  unit  director  in  which  Faith  and 
Order  has  been  located  within  the  various  structures  of  the  WCC.  I extend  my  thanks  to  the 
previous  directors  of  Programme  Unit  2,  Rev.  Dr  Jacques  Matthey  (2006-2009)  and  Rev.  Dr 
Martin  Robra  (2010-11).  More  recently,  I wish  to  thank  Rev.  Dr  Hielke  Wolters,  Associate- 
General  Secretary  for  Unity  and  Mission  (2012- ) for  his  leadership,  collegial  support  and  for 
provoking  a vision  of  Faith  and  Order  which  is  once  rooted  in  its  historic  trajectory,  but  with  a 
wider  role  within  the  WCC. 

To  my  colleagues  in  the  Faith  and  Order  secretariat,  Rev.  Dr  Dagmar  Heller  and  Rev.  Dr  Odair 
Pedroso  Mateus,  I extend  many  thanks  for  their  careful  theological  and  administrative  staff 
support  of  the  working  groups,  for  their  friendship  with  me,  and  for  leading  me  downs  paths  of 
theological  and  ecumenical  inquiry  that  I could  never  have  imagined.  Dr  Tamara  Grdzelidze  left 
Faith  and  Order  at  the  end  of  2013,  and  was  subsequently  appointed  Ambassador  of  the 
Republic  of  Georgia  to  the  Holy  See.  I congratulate  her  on  her  appointment  and  acknowledge 
my  gratitude  for  her  12-year  contribution  to  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order,  and  for  her 
collegial  friendship  and  support.  And  I welcome  a new  Orthodox  colleague  to  the  secretariat  on 
Faith  and  Order,  Very  Rev.  Dr  Daniel  Buda,  and  for  the  many  skills  and  fresh  commitments  he 
brings  to  our  work. 

And  my  thanks  to  the  Faith  and  Order  programme  assistant,  Mr  Alexander  Freeman.  It  is  hard 
to  describe  Alexander’s  work  in  a few  words,  for  he  is  the  one  person  that  we  all  have  to  work 


2 


with  in  one  way  or  another,  and  in  so  many  different  ways:  administration,  travel  arrangements, 
finances,  copy  editing,  and  vital  staff  support.  I recognise  with  appreciation  Alexander’s 
dedication  and  expertise  from  the  travel  arrangements  before  any  meeting,  administrative 
support  during  a Faith  and  Order  meeting,  and  his  follow-up  after  every  meeting,  and  the  many 
levels  of  support  that  he  gives  to  his  colleagues. 

My  thanks  are  extended  to  Canon  Peter  Fisher,  our  faithful  minute  taker,  who  retires  from  this 
task  at  the  end  of  this  meeting.  He  was  joined  at  this  meeting  by  his  successor,  Archdeacon 
Bruce  Myers  from  the  Anglican  Church  of  Canada,  who  also  helped  to  prepare  these  minutes. 
Bruce  was  one  of  the  rapporteurs  at  the  2009  Plenary  Commission  meeting  in  Crete,  and  we  are 
grateful  to  him  for  undertaking  this  new  responsibility. 

In  one  place  in  The  Church:  Towards  a Common  Vision , the  Commission  makes  what  might  seem  to 
be  an  audacious  claim  for  ecumenical  dialogues  such  as  Faith  and  Order: 

...  a certain  kind  of  authority  may  be  recognized  in  the  ecumenical  dialogues  and  the 
agreed  statements  they  produce,  when  they  reflect  a common  search  for  and  discovery  of 
the  truth  in  love  (cf.  Eph.  4:15),  urge  believers  to  seek  the  Lord’s  will  for  ecclesial 
communion,  and  invite  on-going  metanoia  and  holiness  of  life.  (§50) 

At  the  conclusion  of  this  mandate  I am  able  to  recognise  this  vision  in  life  and  work  of  the 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order.  And  so  my  final  words  of  thanks  are  to  all  the  consultants, 
proxies  and  members  of  the  Standing  and  Plenary  Commissions  on  Faith  and  Order  who  have 
served  from  2006-2014.  A concrete  sign  of  the  significant  contribution  to  the  ecumenical 
movement  of  this  mandate  of  Faith  and  Order  was  in  the  book  shop  at  the  2013  WCC 
Assembly,  which  displayed  all  the  published  texts  that  the  Commission  has  produced  since  2006. 
Both  the  quality  and  quantity  of  the  texts  on  display  witnessed  to  vitality  and  theological  acumen 
of  this  outgoing  Commission  and  its  members. 

The  work  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  is  also  evident  in  the  minutes  of  our  meetings.  As  this 
mandate  comes  to  a close,  however,  I realise  that  for  me  the  lasting  impact  of  these  years 
perhaps  lies  more  in  our  memories  of  this  time  together,  and  in  the  ways  he  have  grown 
together,  theologically  wrestled  with  each  other,  learned  from  each  other,  and  supported  each 
other  as  followers  of  the  One  who  says  “I  have  called  you  friends”  (John  15.15). 


Canon  J ohn  Gibaut 

Director  of  Faith  and  Order  (January  2008-January  2015) 
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OPENING  ACTIONS 

WEDNESDAY  19  MARCH 


The  Moderator  of  Faith  and  Order,  His  Eminence  Metropolitan  Vasilios,  opened  the  meeting 
with  prayer  and  a reading  from  the  Bible. 

He  then  expressed  the  gratitude  of  the  Commission  for  the  kind  hospitality  of  the  Community  of 
Bose.  This  was  the  last  meeting  of  this  Commission  in  its  present  composition,  and  thus  marked 
a moment  of  transition  in  Faith  and  Order.  While  many  of  the  tasks  of  this  meeting  might  have 
seemed  administrative,  the  Moderator  noted  that  they  would  have  bearing  on  the  emerging  shape 
and  direction  of  the  Commission  under  its  new  by-laws.  The  Commission  was  fortunate  to  have 
the  presence  of  the  Rev.  Dr  Hielke  Wolters,  the  WCC  Associate-General  Secretary  for  Unity  and 
Mission,  who  was  welcomed  by  the  Moderator. 

At  the  Moderator’s  invitation,  Brother  Luciano,  the  Sub-Prior  of  the  Monastery  of  Bose, 
welcomed  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  the  whole  community  of  Bose,  and  especially  the  Prior, 
Brother  Enzo  Bianchi,  currently  absent  from  the  monastery.  Brother  Luciano  expressed  the 
support  of  community  for  the  Commission’s  ecumenical  work;  he  wished  the  Commission  a 
comfortable  and  profitable  time  at  Bose. 

The  Moderator  asked  for  any  comments  on  the  agenda  already  circulated.  It  was  accepted 
without  comment. 

The  roll  call  was  read  by  the  Director. 

He  then  introduced  the  Very  Rev.  Daniel  Buda,  succeeding  Dr  Tamara  Grdzelidze  as  the  new 
Orthodox  staff  member  in  the  Faith  and  Order  secretariat. 

The  Director  then  spoke  about  the  purposes  of  this  meeting.  A vital  task  would  be  the 
preparation  of  a list  of  nominees  for  the  next  Commission  along  with  the  name  of  a proposed 
Moderator.  He  outlined  the  process  laid  out  in  this  meeting.  The  sessions  dealing  with 
nominations  would  be  closed  sessions,  which  meant  that  the  consultants,  staff  (other  than  the 
Director)  and  minute  taker  would  not  be  present  during  discussions  of  nominations.  He  then 
outlined  the  further  work  required  to  be  done  on  the  by-laws.  A significant  part  of  the  agenda 
would  be  praying  with  the  monks  and  nuns  of  Bose,  who  have  been  praying  for  the  Commission 
members  by  name. 


The  Moderator  asked  for  the  minutes  of  the  Penang  Commission  meeting  of  2012  to  be 
approved.  They  were  approved  without  comment  or  question.  The  Moderator  thanked  the 
minute  taker,  Canon  Peter  Fisher. 

The  Moderator  then  asked  members  to  communicate  news  from  their  churches. 

Rev.  Dr  David  Adesanya  asked  for  prayers  in  response  to  the  challenge  presented  by  Boko 
Haram,  which  has  threatened  Christian  communities  in  many  parts  of  Nigeria. 

Dr  Myriam  Wijlens  reported  on  a new  dialogue  on  the  ecclesiology  between  the  Community  of 
Protestant  Churches  in  Europe  and  the  PCPCU  and  on  major  preparations  taking  place  in  Erfurt 
and  Jena  for  the  500th  anniversary  of  the  Reformation;  she  offered  hospitality. 
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Rev.  Dr  Pablo  Andihach  spoke  of  a book  he  has  written  relating  to  his  experience  in  Faith  and 
Order,  now  being  published  in  English  translation  under  the  title  Being  Church:  an  Ecclesiology  for 
the  rest  of  us.  It  was  intended  for  a lay  readership.  He  thanked  Faith  and  Order  for  inspiring  this 
text. 

Very  Rev.  Prof.  Viorel  Ionita  spoke  of  a document  emerging  from  dialogue  between  the  Old 
Catholics  and  Lutherans  in  Fribourg;  it  built  on  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order. 

Rev.  Dr  Susan  Durber  reported  on  a new  way  in  which  churches  in  the  United  Kingdom  were 
working  together  in  the  provision  of  food  banks;  this  spoke  both  of  the  widening  gap  between 
rich  and  poor  and  the  much  greater  readiness  of  church  members  to  work  together  rather  than 
to  talk  about  theological  issues  and  divisions.  Further  there  was  much  talk  among  UK  Christians 
about  being  ‘Church’  (with  no  definite  article);  expressions  of  new  ways  of ‘being  Church’  were  a 
lively  response  to  the  sense  of  decline.  This  offered  a fruitful  context  for  raising  issues  of  Faith 
and  Order  that  could  lead  to  a level  of  engagement  which  traditional  approaches  would  not 
generate. 

Rev.  Dr  Mel  Robeck  announced  that  the  Assemblies  of  God  in  the  United  States  had  named  him 
as  their  official  ecumenical  delegate  to  the  other  churches,  within  limits  set  by  the  Assemblies’ 
policy.  This  represented  a significant  step  forward,  especially  given  some  past  negative  stances  in 
his  denomination  regarding  ecumenism. 

Rev.  Dr  Richard  Treloar  spoke  of  the  new  ecumenical  University  of  Divinity  in  Melbourne, 
formed  out  of  the  Melbourne  College  of  Divinity,  which  was  the  oldest  ecumenical  theological 
institution  in  Australia.  The  new  university  includes  Anglican,  Roman  Catholic,  Uniting  Church, 
Baptist,  and  Churches  of  Christ,  and  is  the  first  of  a new  generation  of  specialist  universities  in 
Australia. 

Rev.  Dr  Emmanuel  Anyambod  spoke  of  the  influx  of  new  Christians  in  the  African  churches. 

He  asked  if  this  was  stimulated  by  poverty  driving  people  to  seek  for  means  of  survival  or  by  the 
awakening  of  new  faith.  Prof.  Adesanya  expanded  on  this,  speaking  about  the  growth  of 
churches’  preaching  a ‘prosperity  gospel’  in  conditions  in  which  there  was  a high  level  of 
unemployment. 

The  Moderator  reported  on  the  effects  of  the  economic  crisis  on  the  Church  of  Cyprus,  and 
also  on  the  process  initiated  in  his  church  for  responding  to  The  Church:  Towards  a Common  Vision 
(TCTCV). 

Metropolitan  Bishoy  of  Damietta  spoke  of  an  initiative  started  in  2011  to  establish  a Council  of 
Churches  in  Egypt:  last  year  the  new  Patriarch  Tawadros  II  invited  the  churches  in  that  country 
to  sign  the  constitution  of  this  new  council.  He  also  reported  that  several  bilateral  dialogues 
involving  the  Oriental  Orthodox  family  of  churches  and  other  communions  had  either  begun, 
been  reinitiated,  or  would  soon  begin,  such  as  with  the  Anglican  Communion,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  and  the  Lutheran  World  Federation.  He  stressed  that  the  new  Egyptian 
Council  of  Churches  supplements — not  replaces — the  Middle  Eastern  Council  of  Churches,  and 
responds  to  the  special  needs  of  Egypt. 

Bishop  John  Hind  reported  on  two  developments  in  the  Church  of  England.  First  was  the 
process  expected  to  lead  to  the  ordination  of  women  to  the  episcopate.  Though  a majority  in  the 
church  favoured  this,  a significant  minority  had  so  far  been  able  to  block  its  progress.  Recently 
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Parliament  had  threatened  to  intervene  and  force  the  church’s  hand;  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  Justin  Welby,  with  others,  appeared  to  have  come  up  with  a proposal  that  would 
now  allow  the  ordination  of  women  as  bishops  to  go  ahead  with  the  concerns  of  all  groups 
reasonably  protected.  Second,  the  advent  of  same-sex  marriage  in  the  United  Kingdom  had  been 
introduced  by  the  government  rather  suddenly,  but  the  legislation  had  been  designed  to  make  it 
effectively  impossible  for  the  Church  of  England  to  undertake  such  a marriage;  however,  it 
remained  uncertain  whether  these  provisions  would  stand  up  to  legal  challenge.  One  effect  of 
this  was,  for  the  first  time,  to  introduce  two  forms  of  marriage  in  the  U.K.  This  implied  the 
beginning  of  an  unravelling  of  the  complex  relationship  of  church  and  state. 

Dr  Ulrike  Link-Wieczorek  reported  on  her  church’s  new  commission  for  unity,  in  which  she  was 
probably  the  only  person  committed  to  Faith  and  Order  work,  while  there  were  many  committed 
to  ethical  and  justice  issues.  This  would  be  the  forum  in  which  the  emphases  on  dialogue  and 
justice  will  come  together. 

Dr  Dimitra  Koukoura  reported  on  the  recent  Synaxis  of  the  Primates  of  the  Orthodox  Churches 
at  the  Phanar.  It  had  a global  concern  and  issued  its  communique  to  all  the  Orthodox,  to  all 
Christians,  and  to  all  people  of  goodwill.  The  communique  embodied  a commitment  to 
ecumenical  dialogue  and  was  signed  by  all  the  leaders,  with  the  exception  of  the  Patriarch  of 
Antioch. 

Metropolitan  Gennadios  spoke  further  as  to  the  plans  for  a Pan-Orthodox  Synod  in  2016  at  the 
church  of  St  Irene  in  Constantinople/ Istanbul.  This  was  a major  step,  and  deserved  the  prayers 
of  the  Commission.  Further,  The  Synod  would  meet  in  May-June  2016,  and  would  include 
delegations  from  all  the  Orthodox  churches.  Ecumenical  observers  and  guests  should  be  invited 
to  attend.  Among  documents  to  be  tabled  would  be  one  about  the  relationship  of  Orthodox 
churches  to  the  ecumenical  movement;  the  document  originally  prepared  by  the  third  Pan- 
Orthodox  Pre-conciliar  1986  meeting  in  Chambesy,  Switzerland,  would  now  be  revised  in 
preparation  for  the  2016  meeting.  It  was  hoped  that  the  Turkish  government  would  support  the 
meeting  taking  place  in  the  historic  and  restored  church  so  close  to  Hagia  Sophia  where  the 
second  ecumenical  council  had  met.  Time  was  short  for  the  preparation  of  the  meeting.  There 
were  problems  to  be  resolved  in  relation  to  specific  Orthodox  churches. 

Mrs  Sarah  Kaulule  reported  that  the  United  Church  of  Zambia  would  be  celebrating  50  years  of 
united  existence  next  year,  and  would  appreciate  the  prayers  of  the  Commission. 

Very  Rev.  Vladimir  Shmaliy  spoke  about  the  sad  recent  developments  in  Ukraine;  this  was  a 
dangerous  and  problematic  moment  (there  was  report  last  night  of  two  people  being  killed  in  the 
Crimea)  and  he  asked  for  the  prayers  of  the  Commission. 

The  Director  asked  for  comment  on  the  new  Pope  from  one  of  the  Roman  Catholic  members. 
Rev.  Dr  Gregory  Fairbanks  said  how  excited  everyone  had  been  since  Pope  Francis’  pontificate 
had  begun.  He  had  reached  out  in  friendship  to  leaders  of  other  churches  and  he  seemed  to  have 
struck  a chord  with  his  emphasis  on  service  to  the  poor  and  his  openness  to  other  churches  and 
peoples.  Dr  Andinach  confessed  that  although  he  is  not  a Catholic  he  was  proud  as  an 
Argentinian  that  his  country  provided  the  Pope!  As  a leader  in  Argentina,  Pope  Francis  had 
given  a strong  lead  on  dialogue  both  within  and  beyond  the  churches. 
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DIRECTOR  S REPORT  (SESSION  2) 


Dr  Durber  invited  members  of  the  Commission  to  write  a postcard  of  appreciation  to  Dr 
Tamara  Grdzelidze,  who  recently  concluded  her  term  as  a member  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Secretariat.  Dr  Durber  had  obtained  twenty  postcards  for  individual  Commission  members  to 
sign  and  would  be  happy  to  get  more  if  needed. 

Mrs  Kaulule,  moderating,  asked  the  Director  to  present  his  report. 

The  Director  invited  Dr  Daniel  Buda,  who  has  succeeded  Dr  Grdzelidze,  to  introduce  himself. 
Dr  Buda  spoke  of  his  academic  work  and  his  previous  experience  within  the  WCC;  he  was 
privileged  to  engage  in  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order. 

The  Director  then  spoke  of  the  work  undertaken  since  the  last  meeting  of  the  Commission.  It 
had  been  a time  of  preparation  and  harvesting.  Straight  after  Penang  the  by-laws  had  been 
submitted  to  Central  Committee.  A first  editing  of  the  text  of  The  Church:  Towards  a Common 
Vision  was  undertaken  before  it  too  was  sent  to  the  Central  Committee.  It  was  presented  to  the 
Central  Committee  and  then  began  its  dissemination  and  reception  process.  Careful  checks  were 
also  made  before  publication  in  March  2013,  and  its  official  launching  at  the  WCC  Executive 
Committee  meeting  in  that  month.  As  well,  a meeting  of  Orthodox  members  of  the  Commission 
and  members  of  the  working  group  on  the  Moral  Discernment  met  in  November  2012;  after 
discussion  Orthodox  concerns  about  the  text  were  added  to  the  introduction,  followed  by  a 
similar  footnote  prepared  by  the  Roman  Catholic  members  of  the  Commission.  The  final  text 
was  also  presented  to  the  March  2013  meeting  of  the  WCC  Executive  Committee,  which 
approved  its  use  at  the  WCC  Assembly.  The  two  texts  on  Sources  of  Authority  had  also  been 
finalised  and  would  be  made  ready  for  the  Busan  Assembly. 

The  Director  noted  the  large  number  of  Faith  and  Order  publications  at  the  bookshop  at  the 
Assembly,  which  was  a significant  witness  to  the  productivity  of  this  mandate  of  the 
Commission.  This  achievement  was  the  more  remarkable  given  the  major  changes  in  Faith  and 
Order  which  had  occurred  in  the  early  years  of  this  Commission,  such  as  changes  in  both  the 
Moderator  and  Director  of  the  Commission,  and  a restructuring  within  the  secretariat  after  the 
2006  Porto  Alegre  WCC  Assembly.  Like  the  churches,  Faith  and  Order  was  in  a time  of 
transition  (as  the  Moderator  had  suggested),  and  it  was  not  an  easy  time. 

The  Director  noted  the  success  of  the  2009  meeting  of  the  Plenary  Commission  at  Crete,  and 
how  all  three  study  projects  had  been  advanced  through  the  consultation  with  the  Plenary 
Commission  members.  Deliberate  engagements  from  2009-2012  had  brought  Faith  and  Order 
into  closer  working  relations  to  other  departments  within  the  WCC.  Since  2006  the  staff 
relationship  between  Faith  and  Order  and  the  Ecumenical  Institute  at  Bossey  had  fostered 
contributions  by  Bossey  students  in  the  ongoing  work.  The  WCC  was  looking  towards  a very 
different  future.  The  ^Pilgrimage  to  Justice  and  Peace’  was  an  invitation  to  Faith  and  Order  to 
contribute  in  new  ways. 

Mrs  Kaulule  thanked  Canon  Gibaut  for  his  report  and  invited  comments. 

Concern  was  expressed  that  the  objective  of  an  intensification  of  regional  Faith  and  Order  work 
had  not  yet  been  fully  realised.  This  was  a deficit  which  we  should  address.  If  Faith  and  Order 
was  not  resonating  with  the  concerns  of  the  wider  churches  we  should  ask  why. 
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The  importance  of  evaluating  the  work  of  the  Commission  both  critically  and  affirmatively  was 
underlined.  The  Commission  was  still  the  best  platform  for  international  ecumenical  dialogue; 
we  had  to  learn  from  our  experience  and  to  make  the  most  of  every  opportunity  to  share  our 
ways  of  working  and  to  be  ‘multipliers’  of  our  methods. 

Appreciation  was  expressed  about  the  new  tasks  - such  as  the  Moral  Discernment  process  and 
the  production  of  the  Guidebook  to  Reading  the  Bible  with  the  early  Teachers  - undertaken  in 
this  mandate:  these  should  be  celebrated. 

Thanks  and  congratulations  were  expressed  to  the  Director  for  the  work  he  had  done  with  the 
staff  of  the  Faith  and  Order  secretariat. 

Dr  Wolters  mentioned  that  the  reception  of  TCTCV  had  far  exceeded  his  expectations,  but 
there  was  a need  for  more  translations  and  for  co-operation  in  distribution  with  publishing 
houses.  The  Director  reported  that  so  far  the  text  was  available  in  ten  languages,  but  there  was 
still  a need  for  many  more.  Translations  of  Baptism,  Eucharist,  and  Ministry  had  often  been 
undertaken  within  the  local  churches. 

It  was  noted  that  translations  of  TCTCV  ought  to  indicate  that  the  authoritative  text  is  the 
English  original.  It  was  also  noted  that  translations  of  TCTCV  ought  to  be  undertaken  by 
ecumenical  teams  rather  than  translators  from  a single  church. 

A comparison  was  drawn  with  the  dissemination  of  Carta  Oecumenica  by  the  Conference  of 
European  Churches  (CEC).  At  an  early  stage  CEC  agreed  to  reflect  not  just  on  the  text  of  the 
Carta  but  also  the  experience  and  process  developing  around  the  text.  This  might  be  seen  as  a 
model  for  TCTCV. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  publishing  of  books  was  no  longer  sufficient  for  propagating  Faith  and 
Order’s  work.  Other  media  should  be  employed.  As  a contemporary  example,  Massive  Online 
Open  Courses  (MOOCs)  were  an  exciting  development  which  could  engage  theologians  and 
communicate  with  a wide  audience.  There  were  topics  on  which  people  were  keen  to  seek 
enlightenment  and  some  of  our  discussions  could  speak  to  them. 

Materials  for  the  Week  or  Prayer  for  Christian  Unity  were  to  be  prepared  in  2015  by  churches  of 
Brazil;  in  2016,  Latvia;  in  2017  by  the  Christian  Council  of  Germany.  On  a show  of  hands  it  was 
apparent  that  most  members’  churches  are  using  the  materials.  A member  noted  that  his  own 
(African)  church  had  circulated  500  copies  of  the  text.  It  was  asked  whether  the  2017  text  would 
relate  to  the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  planned  for  that  year.  The  Director 
responded  that,  as  usual,  it  would  arise  from  the  concerns  of  the  region  producing  the  materials 
for  that  year,  which  was  the  Christian  Council  of  Germany  and  the  Martin  Luther  anniversary. 

Dr  Odair  Pedroso  Mateus  reported  on  the  work  with  United  and  Uniting  Churches 
Consultation.  Since  the  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  in  Penang,  2012,  his  work  with  the 
united  and  uniting  churches  has  been  towards  engaging  them  at  the  Busan  Assembly.  Two 
events  were  being  planned  for  these  churches  to  reflect  together  on  their  future,  such  as  a 
worldwide  network  for  these  united  and  uniting  churches  that  would  resemble  the  WCC 
confessional  groupings  or  Christian  World  Communions.  Preparations  for  the  next  consultation 
are  underway. 

Dr  Rebecca  Todd  Peters  spoke  about  the  text  on  Moral  Discernment  in  the  Churches.  After  final 
alterations  following  the  Penang  meeting  it  had  been  submitted  to  the  Executive  Committee  of 
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the  WCC  which  approved  it  as  the  topic  of  an  Ecumenical  Conversation  at  the  Busan  Assembly. 
The  findings  from  the  study  of  the  text  were  published  in  the  Report  of  the  Ecumenical 
Conversations.  The  report  might  serve  any  possible  continuation  of  the  project;  it  also  suggested 
a number  of  practical  ways  in  which  the  churches  could  foster  ecumenical  advance  in  the  area  of 
moral  discernment. 

Comments  were  invited  by  the  moderator.  The  Director  felt  that  this  text  had  raised  challenges 
throughout  this  mandate.  Since,  in  effect,  the  final  text  included  a minority  report,  the  Director 
urged  the  Commission  to  reflect  further  on  the  process  that  produced  Moral  Discernment  in  the 
Churches.  It  was  noted  by  some  that  there  had  been  unease  in  some  churches  with  the  process 
and  the  outcome  of  this  work.  Could  there  be  an  analysis  of  the  roots  of  this  unease  which 
would  clarify  the  differences  between  churches?  Further,  there  should  be  a concern  for  how 
individual  Christians,  as  well  as  churches,  come  to  their  own  moral  decisions.  From  further 
discussion  the  Commission  affirmed  that  some  of  the  issues  addressed  in  this  text  should  be  the 
subject  of  further  work  and  discussion:  moreover,  any  further  work  on  moral  discernment  ought 
to  draw  on  the  findings  of  the  Sources  of  Authority  project  and  would  do  well  to  reflect  on  the 
role  and  significance  of  Tradition  in  moral  discernment.  It  was  suggested  that  the  text  carried 
dangers  because  it  focused  on  divisions  as  its  starting  point.  However,  it  could  be  particularly 
useful  if  put  into  the  hands  of  those  in  the  churches  engaged  in  considering  moral  issues,  rather 
than  ecumenical  dialogue;  it  might  assist  them  in  viewing  their  processes  self-critically. 

A strong  desire  was  expressed  that  Faith  and  Order  should  in  future  avoid  a situation  in  which  a 
disclaimer  had  to  be  used.  In  some  churches  it  would  be  provocative  and  potentially  counter- 
productive to  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  if  this  document  were  published  without  explanation 
and  introduction. 

A commissioner  suggested  that  if  Faith  and  Order  was  to  continue  its  work  on  Moral 
Discernment  there  would  need  to  be  a number  of  moral  theologians  from  different  traditions 
among  those  nominated  to  the  new  Commission. 

Dr  Wolters  reflected  that  moral  issues  were  perhaps  the  most  divisive  aspect  in  the  churches 
today:  for  the  WCC  this  work  could  make  a key  contribution.  It  was  highly  germane  to  the 
Pilgrimage  of  Justice  and  Peace,  the  question  of  how  it  should  be  carried  forward  required 
further  thought  and  expertise. 

Appreciation  was  expressed  that  the  constructive  Moscow  meeting  of  the  Sources  of  Authority 
working  group  was  reflected  in  Moral  Discernment  in  the  Churches.  Subsequently,  one  member 
affirmed  this  as  the  most  promising  project  for  the  future.  In  his  (Orthodox)  church  the 
methodology  employed  in  this  work  might  be  most  serviceable  to  the  future  development  of 
ecumenical  work.  While  the  text  has  not  been  “received”  by  his  church,  it  is  being  used  fruitfully 
in  teaching  and  academic  discussion. 

In  the  fight  of  the  “minority  report”  in  the  introduction  of  Moral  Discernment  in  the  Churches  from 
the  Orthodox  members  of  the  Commission,  supported  by  the  footnote  added  by  Roman 
Catholic  members,  the  document  was  being  received  and  responded  to  among  these  churches. 
This  led  to  the  question  of  whether  the  text  been  officially  distributed  to  the  churches.  The 
Director  responded  that  it  has  not  been  formally  distributed  to  the  churches  in  the  same  way  as 
The  Church:  Towards  a Common  Vision , because  it  has  the  status  of  a study  text.  It  is,  however, 
available  on  the  WCC  website,  and  copies  are  being  distributed  upon  request,  and  it  is  included 
in  presentations  of,  and  reporting  on  Faith  and  Order  work.  It  was  available  at  the  Assembly 
bookshop,  and  the  topic  of  an  Ecumenical  Conversation  at  the  Assembly.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  the  Commission  had  never  decided  not  to  circulate  it. 
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Finally,  the  Director  suggested  that  the  text  could  be  sent  widely  for  review.  If  commissioners 
knew  of  networks,  the  text  could  be  sent  to  them.  It  should  also  be  circulated  to  members  of  the 
Central  Committee. 

NOMINATIONS  1 (SESSION  3) 

Fr  Bouwen,  in  the  chair,  invited  the  Director  to  introduce  the  nominations  process.  He  then 
then  circulated  a revised  list  of  nominations  to  all  members  of  the  Commission.  Versions  of  the 
list  highlighting  church  tradition,  region  and  gender  would  be  available  to  the  Nominations 
Committee. 

The  Director  was  questioned  as  to  whether  any  prior  selection  had  occurred  before  the  making 
of  the  circulated  list  of  nominees.  There  had  been  no  selection  within  the  WCC;  the  list 
presented  represents  the  names  proposed  by  the  churches  who  had  responded  to  a request  from 
the  General  Secretary  for  nominations  to  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order.  Some  churches 
submitted  several  names  for  consideration,  which  is  why  some  churches  have  more  than  one 
name  on  the  list  of  nominees. 

For  a new  Commission  of  40  members,  the  Standing  Commission  is  asked  to  nominate  36 
names;  the  Pontifical  Council  for  Promoting  Christian  Unity  (PCPCU)  will  nominate  four 
members  directly.  The  Director  pointed  out  that  the  challenge  is  to  choose  a balanced  list  of 
candidates  from  among  the  108  people  who  have  been  nominated  by  their  churches.  He  was 
encouraged  by  the  high  number  of  nominations  as  a sign  that  Faith  and  Order  was  a priority  for 
the  churches.  While  there  were  many  academically  qualified  candidates  and  a good  regional 
balance,  only  25  per  cent  of  the  candidates  were  women. 

The  present  session  was  to  focus  on  general  issues  regarding  the  process,  not  dealing  with 
specific  names.  The  subsequent  Nominations  Committee  meetings  would  then  discuss  names.  A 
list  would  be  put  before  the  Commission  tomorrow  and  there  would  be  further  brief  opportunity 
for  the  Committee  to  meet.  Debate  ensued. 

A call  was  voiced  for  diachronic  as  well  as  synchronic  balance:  in  other  words,  for  alertness  to 
the  possibility  that  smaller  churches  which  had  not  been  represented  in  the  past  to  gain 
representation  now.  This  comment  was  welcomed.  It  was  added,  might  a proportion  of  places  be 
‘reserved’  for  smaller  churches? 

A member  asked  for  clarity  as  to  the  working  language  of  the  future  Commission.  It  was  clarified 
that  this  would  be  English. 

It  was  firmly  stated  by  one  member  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  should  make  its 
nominations  now,  rather  than  after  this  meeting.  The  Director  indicated  that  there  had  been  a 
delay  in  the  sending  of  the  letter  inviting  nominations  from  the  General  Secretariat  to  the 
PCPCU,  which  accounts  for  part  of  the  for  delay.  There  had  been  a discussion  of  this  in  Rome 
two  weeks  ago.  As  the  nominations  process  was  an  extended  one  and  was  as  yet  incomplete, 
regrettably  the  four  candidates  nominated  by  the  PCPCU  would  not  be  announced  at  this 
meeting. 

A Commission  member  suggested  that  the  issue  was  not  so  much  that  names  be  forthcoming  as 
that  to  respect  demographic  balances  established  by  the  WCC,  50  per  cent  of  them  should  be 
women. 
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The  effect  of  the  Orthodox  churches  only  having  nominating  men  was  noted.  This  put  an  unfair 
demand  on  the  other  churches  to  offer  higher  numbers  of  women,  which  should  still  be  free  to 
be  represented  by  the  best  possible  candidates. 

The  Director  presented  a letter  to  the  members  of  WCC  commissions  of  14  March  2014  from 
the  General  Secretary,  concerning  representation  and  balance  in  the  composition  of 
commissions  and  committees.  After  the  letter  was  read,  the  moderator  asked  for  questions  and 
comments. 

One  member  was  concerned  about  the  representation  of  day  people’  in  relation  to  the 
requirement  for  theological  expertise,  represented  by  a higher  degree  in  theology.  The  Director 
agreed  that  this  was  a challenge.  Clarification  was  offered  that  the  word  day’  was  being  used  here 
in  opposition  to  ‘ordained’  not  as  implying  lack  of  theological  qualification. 

Concerned  was  raised  that  the  letter  included  criteria  that  had  not  been  sent  to  the  churches  as 
part  of  the  nominations  process,  namely  the  issue  of  commission  members  being  allowed  to 
serve  only  two  consecutive  terms.  The  Director  concurred  that  this  specific  issue  could  only 
have  future  effect. 

The  Moderator  commented  that  this  letter  introduced  something  new:  Faith  and  Order  had 
never  previously  been  called  on  to  view  its  nominations  in  relation  to  the  appointment  of  other 
WCC  bodies.  Was  the  Commission  now  expected  to  be  acting  in  response  to  specific  instruction 
from  the  General  Secretariat?  He  hoped  that  this  would  be  happening  for  the  first  and  last  time, 
given  the  present  transitional  state  of  affairs  already  referred  to.  The  life  of  Faith  and  Order 
should  not  in  the  long  term  be  determined  by  the  wider  interests  of  WCC. 

Another  member  saw  the  General  Secretary’s  letter  as  a reminder:  if  this  was  a situation  of 
transition,  both  old  and  new  rules  had  to  be  brought  into  play. 

In  the  ensuing  discussion  the  reference  in  the  letter  to  a possible  restriction  on  the  number  of 
terms  served  by  commission  members  was  raised.  However,  it  was  emphasised  that  this  item  was 
distinct  from  the  main  thrust  of  the  present  letter  and  was  merely  put  forward  as  an  invitation 
for  reflection:  it  should  be  left  for  the  new  Commission’s  attention. 

Dr  Wolters  pointed  out  that  paragraph  2 (b)  in  the  letter  introduced  a new  and  possibly 
unwelcome  concern  for  the  ultimate  representative  balance  of  the  combined  membership  of  all 
the  committees/commissions  in  the  WCC.  However,  if  we  were  able  to  deal  with  the  main 
recommendations  on  balance,  other  than  this,  we  would  be  doing  well. 

It  was  noted  that  the  new  Faith  and  Order  by-laws  allowed  the  possibility  of  consultants  beyond 
the  number  of  the  Commissioners  to  assist  with  specific  tasks.  It  might  be  that  these  would  be 
drawn  from  churches  not  represented  on  the  Commission. 

Attention  was  drawn  to  the  option  of  appointing  consultants  in  addition  to  the  number  of 
Commission  members.  Could  this  make  the  appropriate  composition  of  the  Commission  per  se 
easier  to  achieve,  since  people  with  particular  expertise  might  be  included  as  consultants? 

In  response  to  a question  about  the  ensuing  process,  it  was  confirmed  that  this  Commission  was 
still  in  existence  until  the  new  one  met  and  therefore  its  officers  and  members  could  be 
consulted  as  part  of  the  process. 
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‘It  was  time  to  talk  numbers’  with  the  whole  Commission,  one  member  asserted:  all  needed  to  be 
aware  that,  given  the  fact  that  so  far  all  Orthodox  nominees  were  male,  if  one  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  nominees  were  to  be  a woman  that  would  mean  that  the  remaining  1 5 nominees  had  to 
be  women.  In  response,  it  was  suggested  that  the  problem  arose  because  the  churches  proposed 
these  names.  Consequently  we  might  be  unable  to  meet  the  criteria  of  balance.  This  was  not  a 
happy  situation. 

As  a practical  suggestion  it  was  put  forward  that  the  Commission  should  decide  that  50  per  cent 
of  the  non-Orthodox/Roman  Catholic  nominees  should  be  women;  then  it  should  leave  the 
General  Secretary  and  the  Central  Committee  to  deal  with  the  problem  of  lack  of  gender  balance. 

If  this  were  to  be  accepted,  it  was  pointed  out  that  this  would  leave  35  per  cent  representation  of 
women  on  the  Commission.  What  if  five  places  were  simply  left  vacant  in  the  list? 

Members  of  different  churches  pleaded  that,  on  the  one  hand,  their  church  be  not  pushed  too 
far  and,  on  the  other,  their  church’s  stance  on  the  role  of  women  be  honoured. 

The  Director  suggested  that  there  might  be  manoeuvring  room  for  in  terms  of  the  numbers  of 
the  Commissioners,  which  could  be  increased  to,  say,  42  or  44.  However,  this  might  imply  a 
reduction  in  the  proportion  of  the  Orthodox.  Given  an  instant  indication  that  this  would  not  be 
acceptable  to  the  Orthodox  the  Director  withdrew  his  suggestion. 

On  the  suggestion  that  the  practical  proposal  above  be  voted  on,  the  Director  remarked  that  this 
would  simply  push  the  issue  onto  the  Secretary  General  who  would  be  likely  to  turn  back  to  the 
officers  raising  the  question  of  Orthodox  representation. 

In  a further  question  about  numbers,  it  was  asked  whether  any  restriction  on  the  number  of 
past/ present  members  on  the  new  list  might  be  considered  in  the  interest  of  other  balances. 

In  conclusion,  the  observation  was  made  that  with  so  many  criteria  to  be  considered  the 
nominations  committee  had  a hard  task  and  needed  to  consider  carefully  which  criteria  were 
most  important. 


POST-BUSAN  ASSEMBLY  PLANS,  WCC  AND  FAITH  AND  ORDER 
(SESSION  4) 

THURSDAY  20  MARCH 


Dr  Hermen  Shastri,  moderating,  opened  the  session  with  prayer.  The  intention  of  this  session  is 
to  reflect  on  the  Busan  Assembly,  especially  drawing  on  the  reflections  of  Faith  and  Order 
members  who  were  present  at  Busan.  After  this,  Dr  Wolters  would  speak  about  the  plans  for 
ongoing  work  arising  from  the  decisions  of  the  Assembly. 

The  moderator  invited  observations  from  more  than  a dozen  members  of  the  Commission  who 
had  been  at  the  Assembly. 

Metropolitan  Gennadios  wished  to  fill  in  some  background  to  the  Assembly  speaking  as  the 
moderator  of  the  Assembly  Planning  Committee  which  had  begun  work  in  2010.  The  location  of 
the  Assembly,  in  divided  Korea,  was  a place  of  continuing  suffering.  Cooperation  with  the 
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Korean  partners  was  built  over  time  and  with  effort  on  both  sides  but  had  ultimately  proved 
fruitful.  There  is  a lively  Christian  presence  in  South  Korea,  including  some  churches  critical  of 
the  WCC.  After  the  Assembly  local  churches  came  together  to  form  a new  Council  of  Churches 
in  Busan  and  the  dialogue  of  WCC  with  the  Korean  churches  continues. 

Fr  Henn  found  the  Assembly  interesting  and  well-organised.  He  wished  to  pay  tribute  to  the 
tremendous  hospitality  extended  by  Christians  of  all  traditions  in  Korea.  He  had  the  impression 
that  most  people  there  had  little  interest  in  visible  unity,  and  it  did  not  figure  very  much  in  the 
larger  Assembly  meetings.  The  view  of  unity  taken  by  many  seemed  to  be  that  of  working 
together  for  good  causes,  rather  than  the  vision  of  visible  unity  in  one  faith  and  in  one 
eucharistic  fellowship  as  expressed  by  Faith  and  Order. 

Archdeacon  Myers  echoed  the  previous  speaker’s  appreciation  of  the  organisation  and 
hospitality.  The  daily  Bible  studies  had  been  a high  point.  He  also  shared  Fr  Henn’s  concern  that 
the  aim  of  Eucharistic  unity  was  scarcely  mentioned  and  the  text  TCTCV  had  not  been  held  up 
publicly  as  it  merited. 

Prof  Koukoura  underlined  how  hard  the  staff  worked  for  the  good  conduct  of  the  Assembly. 

The  Ecumenical  Conversations  were  of  great  importance  for  all  participants.  She  wished  to 
congratulate  those  churches  which  had  involved  younger  people,  and  had  prepared  them  so  well. 
She  also  emphasized  the  pain  of  the  people  of  Korea  on  account  of  the  division  of  their  country. 
She  invited  the  Commission  to  pray  for  them. 

Fr  Shmaliy  congratulated  Fr  Henn  on  the  presentation  he  had  given  at  the  Ecumenical 
Conversation  on  TCTCV  at  the  Assembly.  Most  striking  to  him  was  the  different  perspectives 
participants  in  the  conversations  brought  to  the  text.  Fr  Henn  mentioned  the  presentation  by  the 
Director  of  the  One  baptism  text.  It  was  well  received.  A number  of  those  who  spoke  about 
TCTCV  regretted  its  absence  in  many  discussions. 

Metropolitan  Gennadios  referred  to  the  Assembly’s  Unity  Statement,  which  had  for  the  first  time 
not  been  prepared  by  Faith  and  Order.  He  regretted  that  Faith  and  Order  was  also  not  involved 
in  the  presentation  of  the  Unity  Plenary,  which  was  contrasted  to  the  Mission  Plenary  that  was 
prepared  entirely  by  the  Commission  on  World  Mission  and  Evangelism  (CWME).  The 
metropolitan  detected  a climate  in  which  many  tried  to  diminish  the  importance  of  Faith  and 
Order  in  contrast  to  its  role  prior  to  the  Harare  Assembly. 

The  moderator  of  the  session,  Dr  Shastri,  thanked  members  for  their  comments,  we  could  return 
to  points  raised  in  subsequent  discussion  after  hearing  from  Dr  Wolters. 

Dr  Wolters  drew  attention  to  two  previously  circulated  documents  (numbered  14  and  15) 
referring  to  the  Pilgrimage  of  Justice  and  Peace.  He  then  presented  the  WCC’s  Strategic  Plan 
2014-17. 

Prior  to  the  Busan  Assembly  the  Central  Committee  had  decided  that  strategic  priorities  should 
be  established  on  a four-year  basis  until  2017,  subject  to  evaluation.  This  plan  began  with  analysis 
of  trends  in  society,  churches  and  the  ecumenical  movement  from  the  perspective  of  the 
purpose  and  roles  of  the  WCC.  The  Strategic  Plan  set  out  five  objectives  for  the  whole  period 
from  Tenth  Assembly  at  Busan  to  the  Eleventh  Assembly.  These  objectives  were:  1) 
strengthening  the  fellowship,  2)  engaging  in  advocacy,  3)  encouraging  spirituality  reflection  and 
formation,  4)  representing  churches  in  building  trust  and  understanding  within  the  ecumenical 
movement,  with  other  religions  and  with  international  institutions,  5)  communicating 
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innovatively  and  successfully.  These  objectives  were  inter-related.  The  overarching  theme  of  the 
Strategic  Plan  is  the  Pilgrimage  of  Justice  and  Peace. 

The  Strategic  Plan  involves  working  with  three  basic  organisational  blocks  within  the  WCC  and 
setting  four  transversal  priorities:  relations  with  member  churches,  engagement  with  youth,  the 
community  of  men  and  women,  inter-religious  dialogue,  and  spiritual  life.  Dr  Wolters  concluded 
with  three  questions:  could  the  reception  of  TCTCV  be  an  invitation  for  further  reflection  on 
being  the  Church  in  the  world?  Could  there  be  a renewed  reflection  on  moral  discernment 
relating  to  urgent  moral  dilemmas?  Could  there  be  a profound  biblical/ theological  understanding 
of  renewal  on  the  way  to  the  proposed  Faith  and  Order  World  Conference  in  2017? 

Dr  Shastri  invited  comments,  and  a substantial  discussion  followed. 

Several  members  expressed  serious  reservations  or  anxieties  about  the  Strategic  Plan.  One 
member  felt  that  the  picture  presented  was  of  an  objectivised  Council  that  had  taken  on  some  of 
the  characteristic  of  a church.  Within  this  picture,  Faith  and  Order  had  been  made  instrumental 
to  other  purposes  of  the  WCC.  The  key  question  was  around  the  word  ‘accountability.’  We 
believed  that  in  Christ  the  churches  were  accountably  to  each  other:  the  language  here  was 
correct,  but  the  sense  this  member  has  was  of  a Council  to  which  the  churches  had  become 
accountable.  Was  the  WCC  running  away  from  the  realities  of  the  churches  and  their  real  life? 

Another  speaker  was  struck  especially  by  the  difference  between  ‘strengthening  the  fellowship’ 
and  ‘calling  one  another  to  visible  unity’  - the  latter  phrase  did  not  appear  in  words  on  the  page. 
The  language  regarding  helping  the  churches  sounded  both  instrumental  and  weak  relative  to  the 
classic  aim. 

Following  on  the  previous  comment,  another  member  said  that  her  experience  had  been  of 
increasing  emphasis  on  the  social  justice  agenda.  Her  concern  was  whether  Faith  and  Order  has 
become  peripheral  to  the  stated  WCC  agenda. 

Further  concerns  were  expressed  as  to  whether  this  clear  and  useful  strategic  planning  matrix  left 
room  for  the  Holy  Spirit,  whether  the  special  concerns  of  Faith  and  Order  were  in  danger  of 
being  cut  out  of  the  strategic  understanding  of  the  WCC,  and  whether  there  remained  a priority 
for  dialogue  with  non-member  churches. 

In  his  presentation  Dr  Wolters  had  made  reference  to  ‘round-table  partners’;  the  question  was 
asked  whether  the  Pilgrimage  strategy  was  chosen  as  a plan  that  would  gain  visible  support,  in  a 
way  in  which  the  pursuit  of  visible  unity  could  not? 

At  the  same  time,  the  awareness  was  also  expressed  that  Faith  and  Order  was  called  to  work  out 
its  place  in  the  context  of  changing  priorities  within  the  ecumenical  movement. 

Invited  to  respond,  Dr  Wolters  appreciated  the  honest  expressions  of  views.  If  members  felt  the 
WCC  was  going  in  a direction  difficult  for  Faith  and  Order,  it  was  important  that  this  be  heard. 
There  had  been  a deliberate  choice  to  go  towards  the  idea  of  the  WCC  as  primarily  listening  to 
the  member  churches.  Yet  there  was  significant  diversity  among  the  churches,  some  of  which 
prioritised  visible  unity,  others  giving  very  different  priorities.  He  noted  that  there  is  a plan  for 
the  WCC  to  visit  all  the  member  churches  in  order  to  ascertain  their  expectations  and  priorities. 
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In  this  context.  Dr  Wolters  suggested,  Faith  and  Order  needed  to  reflect  on  its  role  within  the 
WCC.  The  call  to  visible  unity  was  still  an  aim,  but  it  might  need  to  be  expressed  differently.  The 
question  could  be  raised  to  Faith  and  Order:  ‘where  are  you  today?’ 

Dr  Wolters  noted  that  he  too  had  been  struggling  with  the  question  about  the  two  expressions, 
‘call  to  unity’  and  ‘strengthening  fellowship.’  He  agreed  with  the  insistence  that  planning  was  less 
important  than  attending  to  the  Holy  Spirit,  but  this  did  not  excuse  us  from  planning.  Yes,  there 
was  still  a concern  for  dialogue  with  non-member  churches,  both  with  those  churches  that  were 
acting  as  if  they  were  members  and  those  with  whom  trust  needed  still  to  be  built.  Regarding 
funding,  he  was  confident  that  there  were  still  partners  who  would  support  the  work  of  seeking 
visible  unity;  but  this  did  not  detract  from  the  need  for  Faith  and  Order  to  reflect  on  its  own 
fixture. 

Further  discussion  followed  in  which  the  Commission  was  invited  to  consider  whether  there  was 
a danger  that  the  ‘call  for  visible  unity’  is  a code  for  a traditional  Faith  and  Order  way  of  working. 
Part  of  calling  one  another  to  unity  was  to  call,  for  example,  for  a response  to  climate  change. 

But  the  prophetic  edge  of  our  calling  must  not  be  blunted. 

The  Moderator  of  the  Commission  sensed  that  Faith  and  Order  was  becoming  a hostage  to  the 
mechanism  of  the  structure  and  strategy  of  the  WCC.  From  the  early  twentieth  century  the 
ecumenical  movement  had  the  twin  poles  of  theological  and  social  understanding.  In  the  scheme 
that  had  been  presented  he  was  not  sure  that  space  was  given  to  Faith  and  Order  to  fulfil  its 
theological  vision.  In  the  Metropolitan’s  understanding  it  was  Faith  and  Order  which  had  to 
contribute  the  theological  element  within  the  WCC  mission. 

Following  these  remarks,  another  member  had  long  seen  a need  for  Faith  and  Order  and  CWME 
to  work  more  closely  together.  This  had  emerged  in  TCTCV.  Justice  and  peace  were  vital,  but 
this  was  not  the  whole  of  mission. 

Yet  it  was  asked,  could  not  the  conjunction  of ‘fellowship’  with  ‘justice  and  peace’  help  us  to  see 
how  the  ‘visibility’  of  Christian  unity  might  be  realised  in  concrete  ways?  If  we  criticised  this 
vision,  at  least  we  should  be  concerned  as  to  how  we  could  express  the  visibility  of  unity  more 
effectively. 

It  was  clear  to  one  speaker  that  the  priority  of  the  WCC  was  now  justice  and  peace,  but  other 
factors  were  needed  alongside  this,  such  as  Faith  and  Order  might  provide.  As  regards  TCTCV , 
it  was  not  yet  at  the  point  of  ‘reception.’  This  would  take  time.  What  part  did  the  priorities  of 
Faith  and  Order  have  in  the  future  plans  of  WCC?  It  was  completely  absent  at  present.  The 
strategy  set  out  all  the  other  priorities.  The  new  Commission  would  have  to  address  this. 

A distinct  question  was  raised  regarding  the  biblical/ theological  study  of  renewal:  this  seemed  an 
entirely  new  language.  Where  had  it  come  from?  Was  the  World  Conference  2017  theme  already 
being  set  out? 

When  another  speaker  echoed  this  question  it  was  responded  that  plans  would  need  to  be  made 
by  the  new  Commission  in  2015. 

In  conclusion,  Dr  Wolters  saw  the  need  for  Faith  and  Order  to  see  its  work  in  relation  to  the 
wider  strategy  of  WCC.  This  Commission  has  a mandate  for  theological  reflection;  on  the  other 
hand  those  concerned  with  social  justice  also  sought  theological  understanding.  There  should  be 
room  for  common  work. 
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The  Director  saw  Faith  and  Order  as  a theological  commission  whose  reflection  arose 
specifically  out  of  the  challenge  of  disunity.  Regarding  the  matter  of  renewal,  the  conception  of  a 
World  Conference  had  arisen  in  association  with  the  planning  for  celebration  of  the  Reformation 
— allowing  Faith  and  Order  and  the  WCC  to  make  a particular  contribution  to  the 
commemorations  taking  place  in  that  year.  Meanwhile,  churches  in  the  North,  especially  smaller 
churches,  were  very  concerned  about  their  declining  numbers:  this  also  raised  the  issue  of 
renewal.  Furthermore,  TCTCV  itself  expresses  a vision  of  renewal.  At  the  Assembly  the 
Ecumenical  Conversation  on  renewal  had  been  led  by  Archbishop  Justin  Welby,  who  had  linked 
charismatic  renewal  with  seeking  justice  and  peace.  In  so  doing,  the  archbishop  insisted  that 
charismatic  renewal  and  the  question  for  justice  and  peace  are  inextricably  linked.  Some  outline 
schema,  including  possible  location,  should  be  offered  to  Central  Committee  before  the  next 
Commission’s  first  meeting,  further  planning  would  reside  with  that  Commission.  This  schema 
should  be  considered  very  soon,  perhaps  by  a small  working  group.  This  must  be  considered  in 
the  present  meeting. 


NOMINATIONS  2 (SESSION  5)  [CLOSED  SESSION] 

THE  CHURCH:  TOWARDS  A COMMON  VISION  (SESSION  6) 

The  moderator  of  this  session.  Prof.  Valburga  Schmiedt  Streck,  invited  the  Director  to  speak  to 
the  reception  process  of  The  Church : Towards  a Common  Vision. 

The  Director  had  gathered  a number  of  ‘output  indicators’  which  allowed  some  assessment  of 
the  extent  to  which  the  text  of  TCTCV  had  been  taken  up  and  engaged  by  the  churches.  Among 
these  were  translations  of  the  text,  articles  and  reviews,  uses  of  the  text  in  dialogues,  academic 
studies  of  the  text,  and  use  by  churches  for  study,  as  well  as  distribution  of  the  text,  the  number 
of  times  it  has  been  viewed  on  the  WCC  website. 

One  task  of  this  final  meeting  of  the  Standing  Commission  was  to  add  to  this  growing  body  of 
information  by  recording  the  experience  of  Commission  members.  The  Commission  also  had  to 
consider  further  steps  to  follow  up  the  dissemination  of  the  text. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  then  proceeded  with  their  own  accounts  of  the  reception 
process  of  TCTCV 

Fr  Bouwen  reported  on  how  he  had  given  lectures  about  TCTCV  to  religious  communities  in 
Jerusalem,  as  well  as  presenting  the  text  in  smaller  study  groups. 

Fr  Henn  referred  to  the  Ecumenical  Conversation  at  Busan.  He  was  asked  by  some  40  people 
for  copies  of  the  presentation  on  the  text  which  he  had  given  in  the  conversation,  as  well  as  a 
PowerPoint  presentation,  which  is  available  to  Commission  members.  Fr  Henn  reported  on  the 
eight  lectures  that  he  has  given  on  TCTCV  in  a variety  of  church  and  academic  settings. 

Dr  Andinach  reported  on  his  plans  to  use  TCTCV  in  teaching  during  2014. 

Prof.  Wijlens  had  received  a number  of  invitations  to  introduce  TCTCV  to  various  canon  law 
societies  across  the  world,  since  the  subject  of  ecclesiology  was  on  the  agenda  of  canon  lawyers. 
For  example,  the  Canon  Law  Society  of  North  America  will  look  at  the  practical  implications 
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TCTCV  as  an  issue  for  canon  lawyers.  She  reported  that  the  text  was  being  studied  by  Roman 
Catholic  and  Lutheran  students  in  Germany. 

Dr  Lalor  reported  that  the  Moravian  Church  of  Jamaica  has  begun  its  study  of  TCTCV.  The 
Jamaican  Baptist  Union  will  begin  its  study  in  2014.  The  Jamaica  Council  of  Churches  has  begun 
a study  of  the  text.  It  is  being  used  in  teaching  at  the  United  Theological  College  of  the  West 
Indies,  as  well  as  in  other  seminaries  and  Bible  Colleges.  The  radio  station  “Christian  Jamaica”  is 
preparing  a broadcast  on  TCTCV  in  April  2014. 

Dr  Anyambod  reported  that  in  Cameroon  the  churches  had  asked  his  university  to  study  the 
text.  It  is  being  studied  by  doctoral  students  in  an  ecumenical  group  that  includes  Presbyterians, 
Methodists,  Lutherans  and  Baptists. 

Dr  Link-Wieczorek  had  encountered  uncertainty  as  to  which  body  in  her  church,  the 
Evangelische  Kirche  in  Deutschland,  should  be  responsible  for  the  response;  she  had  found  it 
difficult  to  summarise  the  content  of  the  text  to  those  who  had  never  encountered  it,  this  would 
have  been  easier  if  there  had  been  summaries  at  the  start  of  each  chapter.  She  was  also  among 
those  called  on  to  write  articles  about  the  text.  She  noted  that  the  text  was  presented  at  the 
Johann  Adam  Mohler  Institute. 

Dr  Treloar  noted  that  Dr  Tamara  Grdzelidze  had  given  a number  of  sessions  in  July  2013  on 
TCTCV  throughout  Australia,  including  the  Triennial  meeting  of  the  NCC-Australia  in  that  year. 
He  mentioned  the  online  study  guide  prepared  by  the  Anglican  Communion  Office.  Some  three 
thousand  additional  copies  of  the  TCTCV  text  had  been  published  and  circulated  in  Australia  by 
the  Uniting  Church  to  its  five  theological  colleges  and  its  33  presbyteries,  and  to  all  its 
ecumenical  committees.  He  noted  that  TCTCV  is  helping  the  United  Church  of  Australia 
understand  better  its  own  basis  of  union. 

Prof.  Ionita  spoke  of  work  under  way  to  produce  a translation  into  Romanian.  He  noted  that  the 
Faculty  of  Theology  at  Sibiu  is  using  TCTCV  in  its  teaching.  TCTCV  will  play  a role  in  the 
theme  that  Patriarch  Daniel  will  be  giving  to  all  parishes  and  faculties  in  Romania.  He  noted  that 
TCTCV  will  be  addressed  at  the  2015  meeting  of  “Pro  Oriente”  in  Vienna. 

Dr  RebeccaTodd  Peters  mentioned  that  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
(USA)  will  examine  TCTCV.  It  has  already  been  sent  to  ecumenical  officers  and  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  for  interfaith  relations  by  the  moderator  of  the  church.  She  noted  that  the  text 
was  presented  by  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order  at  the  November  meeting  of  the  North 
American  Academy  of  Religion  at  a session  of  Ecclesiological  Investigations. 

Bishop  Hind  noted  that  the  Theology  and  Unity  committee  of  Churches  Together  in  Britain  and 
Ireland  had  begun  its  study  of  the  text.  Churches  Together  in  England  had  likewise  begun  at 
study  of  the  text.  Within  the  Church  of  England,  the  Council  for  Christian  Unity  and  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  are  preparing  a report  on  TCTCV  for  the  House  of  Bishops  as  well  as 
for  the  Archbishops’  ecumenical  bishops’  dialogue.  He  noted  that  he  had  published  an  article  on 
TCTCV  in  One  in  Christ. 

Archbishop  Nathan  Ohanisyan  reported  that  he  had  presented  the  text  to  the  Ecumenical  and 
Theological  Commission  of  the  Holy  See  of  Etchmiadzin.  He  is  promoting  the  translation  of  the 
text  into  Armenian  for  use  with  seminaries  and  faculties  of  theology. 
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Fr  Shmaliy  noted  that  the  Holy  Synod  of  the  Russian  Orthodox  Church  has  not  yet  begun  a 
study  of  the  text.  It  is,  however,  being  studied  in  the  post-graduate  faculty  of  theology  where  he 
teaches  a course  on  ecclesiology.  He  noted  that  a Russian  translation  is  being  prepared. 

Dr  Lancaster  reported  that  TCTCV  was  presented  at  the  United  Methodist  Bishop’s  Conference 
in  the  USA.  She  noted  that  Dr  Geoffrey  Wainwright  had  presented  a paper  on  TCTCV  at  the 
annual  Oxford  Institute  for  Methodist  Studies.  She  noted  that  an  earlier  draft  of  the  text  has 
been  discussed  by  the  NCCC-USA  before  the  Penang  meeting  in  2013.  He  also  noted  that  her 
seminary,  the  Methodist  Theological  School  in  Ohio,  as  part  of  an  ecumenical  consortium  that 
includes  Lutheran,  Roman  Catholic  and  Episcopalian  school,  includes  TCTCV  on  the  reading 
list  of  a joint  school  of  Ecumenics. 

Dr  Robeck  noted  that  the  section  on  Ecumenical  Streams  of  the  Society  for  Pentecostal  Studies 
had  discussed  the  text.  He  also  mentioned  TCTCV  would  be  the  focus  of  the  September  2014 
gathering  of  the  North  American  Academy  of  Ecumenists  in  Burbank,  California,  where  the 
Director  of  Faith  and  Order  would  present  the  text.  He  also  noted  that  TCTCV  was  being  used 
at  Fuller  University  in  three  courses,  and  in  one  course  at  Regent  University. 

Dr  Shastri  had  found  that  the  leaders  of  regional  ecumenical  bodies  in  Asia  were  largely 
uninterested  in  the  text,  because  they  felt  the  priority  of  other  issues.  He  plans,  nonetheless,  to 
convene  a small  regional  group  to  respond  to  the  text.  He  noted  that  the  NCC-Malaysia  was 
organising  a series  of  meetings  to  get  feedback  on  the  text.  He  also  spoke  about  translating 
TCTCV  into  Malay,  Tamil,  Mandarin,  and  other  Asian  languages.  He  noted  that  Asian 
professors  at  the  Assembly  had  expressed  interest  in  the  text.  He  also  noted  that  he  spoke  to 
TCTCV  at  the  GETI  event. 

Dr  Durber  had  found  the  need  to  resort  to  ‘ecumenical  subterfuge’  in  order  to  address  the  text: 
e.g.  by  including  it  in  a published  Bible  study  or  introducing  it  to  discussions  of  ‘emerging 
church.’  She  noted  that  she  had  published  an  article  on  TCTCV  in  One  in  Christ.  She  also 
mentioned  that  Churches  Together  in  Britain  and  Ireland  was  encouraging  discussion  on  the 
text,  and  gathering  responses.  She  also  observed  the  need  for  study  guides. 

Archdeacon  Myers  outlined  the  response  of  the  Anglican  Church  of  Canada  to  the  text.  He 
mentioned  that  his  church’s  Primate,  Archbishop  Fred  Hiltz,  was  particularly  keen  on  the  text 
and  frequently  quoted  it  (especially  chapter  4)  in  preaching  and  speaking.  He  noted  that  the 
General  Synod  of  the  Anglican  Church  of  Canada  has  formally  received  TCTCV  for  study,  and 
the  text  has  been  widely  distributed  to  all  bishops,  ecumenical  officers,  and  to  all  Anglican 
colleges,  seminaries  and  faculties  of  theology  in  Canada.  He  expected  a response  from  the 
general  synod  in  the  summer  of  2015.  He  also  noted  that  different  dioceses  are  studying  the  text. 
Two  symposia  are  to  be  held  on  TCTCV,  one  at  the  Prairie  Ecumenical  Centre  in  Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan,  and  the  other  at  the  Atlantic  School  of  Theology,  Halifax,  Nova  Scotia. 

Metropolitan  Bishoy  reported  that  events  in  the  church  and  state  in  Egypt  had  meant  that  the 
response  to  TCTCV  would  take  longer  than  he  might  have  wished.  He  encouraged  the  use  of 
social  media  in  communicating  the  main  points  of  the  text. 

Mrs  Kaulule  reported  that  the  text  seemed  to  have  been  well  received  in  Zambia.  She  presented 
the  text  to  the  general  secretary  of  the  United  Church  of  Zambia.  Following  the  same  steps  taken 
for  the  response  to  BEM,  the  general  secretary  commended  the  text  to  the  theological  colleges 
for  study  and  response. 
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Ft  Fairbanks  said  that  the  PCPCU  will  soon  be  preparing  an  official  response,  based  on  the  same 
process  that  was  used  for  its  evaluation  of  BEM.  He  noted  that  he  had  written  a reflection  on 
TCTCV  on  the  Vatican  website. 

Dr  Koukoura  noted  that  she  had  used  TCTCV  in  a post  graduate  course  in  Thessaloniki.  She 
referred  to  the  need  for  a commentary  as  well  as  a Greek  translation. 

Metropolitan  Gennadios  noted  that  TCTCV  is  on  the  agenda  of  the  Oecumenical  Patriarchate. 
He  cited  the  experience  of  the  reception  process  with  BEM,  which  had  taken  a decade.  He 
hoped  that  there  would  be  a gathering  of  Orthodox  theologians  to  make  a response  within  the 
next  two  years. 

Metropolitan  Vasilios  noted  that  he  had  presented  the  text  to  the  Holy  Synod  of  the  Church  of 
Cyprus.  He  mentioned  that  he  had  commissioned  a Greek  translation  of  the  text.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  observed  an  increasing  suspicion  of  ecumenical  texts  and  ecumenical  language  among 
his  people;  even  hierarchs  greet  texts  such  as  TCTCV  with  suspicion,  as  they  are  seen  as  altering 
the  Orthodox  faith.  Orthodox  members  of  the  Commission  were  themselves  subject  to 
criticism.  This  was  a problem  that  required  attention. 

The  Moderator  noted  that  in  Brazil  they  awaited  a Portuguese  translation  (preferably  Brazilian 
Portuguese),  and  that  that  process  was  on-going,  the  text  being  read  in  Spanish  in  the  meantime. 
She  noted  that  the  NCC-Brazil  will  launch  a study  of  the  text. 

The  Director  proposed  that  questions  arising  from  this  survey  should  be  raised  at  tomorrow’s 
session. 


NOMINATIONS  3 [CLOSED  SESSION]  (SESSION  7) 
BYLAWS  (SESSION  8) 

FRIDAY  21  MARCH 


Mrs  Sarah  Kaulule  moderated  the  session  on  the  by-laws. 

The  Director  noted  a change  in  the  schedule  to  allow  us  to  attend  the  community  Eucharist  in 
celebration  of  the  Feast  of  St  Benedict  at  12:00.  At  20:00  this  evening  there  was  to  be  a reception 
for  members  of  the  Commission  by  the  Bose  Community. 

The  Director  spoke  in  relation  to  the  note  circulated  in  advance  detailing  the  motions  of  the 
Central  Committee  2012  relating  to  the  proposed  Faith  and  Order  by-laws  and  reproducing  the 
by-laws  at  issue.  Central  Committee  had  a concern  to  bring  the  by-laws  of  Faith  and  Order  in 
line  with  general  practice  in  the  WCC.  A proposal  prepared  by  the  Faith  and  Order  officers  was 
presented.  This  proposed  changes  in  the  specified  by-laws,  5.2,  7.4  and  11  to  meet  the  concerns 
of  Central  Committee. 

5.2.  The  staff  will  be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  normal  procedure  for 
appointment  of  WCC  staff.  The  General  Secretary  of  the  WCC  shall,  after  due 
consultation  with  the  leadership  of  Faith  and  Order,  nominate  for  appointment  or  re- 
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appointment  members  of  the  executive  staff  of  the  Secretariat  by  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  WCC. 

In  the  case  of  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order,  no  nominations  will  be  submitted  by  the 
General  Secretary  to  the  Executive  Committee  against  the  advice  of  the  Commission  on 
Faith  and  Order. 

7.4  In  consultation  with  his  or  her  nominating  body  a member  of  the  Commission  may 
name  a person  to  represent  him  or  her  at  any  meeting  at  which  the  member  is  unable  to 
be  present.  Such  a substitute  shall  have  the  right  to  speak  and  to  participate  in  decision 
making. 

11.  Proposals  for  the  amendment  of  these  by-laws  may  be  made  by  the  Commission  or 
by  the  Central  Committee  in  consultation  with  the  Commission.  Any  proposed 
amendment  must  be  circulated  in  writing  to  the  members  of  the  Commission  not  less 
than  three  months  before  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  at  which  it  is  to  be  considered 
for  adoption.  A proposed  amendment  requires  the  approval  of  two-thirds  of  the 
members  of  the  Commission  present  and  voting,  before  final  approval  by  the  Central 
Committee. 

Discussion  on  the  revision  of  bylaw  5.2  began  with  an  objection  relating  to  the  phrase  “due 
consultation”  (with  reference  to  the  process  of  appointment  of  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order). 
The  speaker  supported  the  adoption  of  a “less  adversarial”  tone  than  that  of  the  original  text,  but 
felt  that  the  phrase  “after  due  consultation”  was  inadequate:  it  could  mean  something  or  nothing. 
He  suggested  that  the  words  “and  concurrence  of’  after  these  words  be  added. 

In  the  discussion  that  followed,  views  on  the  wording  of  this  paragraph  were  accompanied  by, 
and  related  to,  concerns  about  the  place  of  Faith  and  Order  vis-a-vis  the  WCC.  On  the  one  hand 
the  desire  to  strengthen  the  language  relating  to  the  influence  of  the  Commission  and  its 
leadership  on  the  appointment  was  expressly  linked  to  concern  for  a loss  of  the  Commission’s 
relative  autonomy  and  special  status.  This  status  was  also  seen  as  linked  with  the  participation  of 
Roman  Catholic  representatives  in  the  Commission,  as  laid  out  in  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  Faith  and  Order  and  the  WCC.  Attempts  to  find  a copy  of  the  most 
recent  version  of  this  document  have  so  far  been  unsuccessful.  (See  appendices) 

On  the  other  hand,  arguments  for  accepting  the  present  wording  of  the  amended  bylaw  tended 
to  emphasise  the  need  to  accommodate,  and  to  trust,  the  direction  and  leadership  of  the  WCC. 

In  the  course  of  a substantial  debate  there  was  also  discussion  of  the  appointment  process  as  a 
whole,  whom  it  involved  and  how  far  this  process  was  set  down  and  binding.  Alternative  forms 
of  wording  were  put  forward  but  no  clear  consensus  emerged.  One  suggestion  was  that  the 
concern  to  give  effective  protection  to  the  Commission’s  interest  in  the  appointment  of  a 
Director  could  be  met  by  a reference  in  paragraph  5.2  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding, 
which  could  itself  be  amended  to  further  detail  the  requirements  of  the  appointment. 

This  suggestion  led  to  a proposal  that  the  proposed  revision  of  bylaw  5.2  not  be  adopted  at  this 
meeting,  but  that  the  new  Commission,  meeting  in  2015  should  have  put  before  it  a copy  of  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding,  with  proposed  re-drafting  to  cover  the  point  at  issue.  This 
meeting  would  then  be  in  a position  to  decide  on  the  final  wording  of  paragraph  5.2,  with  any 
additional  footnote.  (Some  concern  was  expressed  that  the  Memorandum  has  so  far  proved 
difficult  to  locate.)  AGREED. 
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The  meeting  then  addressed  the  proposed  change  to  bylaw  7.4.  It  was  proposed  that  the  words 
‘in  accordance  with  WCC  rules’  be  inserted  at  the  end  of  the  proposed  paragraph.  AGREED. 

7.4  In  consultation  with  his  or  her  nominating  body  a member  of  the  Commission  may 
name  a person  to  represent  him  or  her  at  any  meeting  at  which  the  member  is  unable  to 
be  present.  Such  a substitute  shall  have  the  right  to  speak  and  to  participate  in  decision 
making,  in  accordance  with  WCC  rules. 

Regarding  bylaw  1 1 , the  Director  noted  that  the  problem  previously  considered  in  relation  to  the 
phrase  ‘two  thirds  of  those  present  and  voting’  in  the  light  of  the  change  to  paragraph  7.4  was  no 
longer  a problem:,  since  proxies  now  have  the  right  to  vote.  AGREED. 

The  Director  stated  that  both  agreed  changes  in  the  by-laws  7.4  and  11,  and  the  recommendation 
to  defer  a decision  on  amending  paragraph  5.2  would  be  forwarded  by  him  to  the  Central 
Committee. 


NOMINATIONS  4 & 5 (SESSIONS  9 & 10)  [CLOSED  SESSIONS] 
CLOSING  ACTIONS  (SESSION  11) 

At  the  beginning  of  the  final  session,  the  Moderator  of  the  Commission  greeted  the  Prior  of  the 
Community  of  Bose,  Brother  Enzo  Bianchi,  and  thanked  him  for  the  generous  material  and 
spiritual  hospitality  of  the  Community.  Brother  Enzo  then  spoke  warmly  of  his  encouragement 
and  support  of  the  Commission,  declaring  that  the  Community  was  always  at  its  disposal  in 
prayerful  friendship. 

At  the  invitation  of  the  Moderator,  Metropolitan  Bishoy  then  led  prayers  of  thanksgiving  and 
remembrance  for  the  late  Patriarch  of  Antioch  and  All  the  East,  His  Holiness  Mar  Ignatius 
Zakka  II. 

At  this  final  meeting  of  the  present  mandate,  the  Moderator  invited  contributions  and  comments 
about  the  future  of  Faith  and  Order. 

Dr  Wolters  spoke  about  the  contribution  Faith  and  Order  might  make  to  the  theological 
exploration  and  resourcing  of  the  WCC’s  Pilgrimage  of  Justice  and  Peace.  He  hoped  to  see 
further  work  on  the  dissemination  of  TCTCH  and  the  encouragement  of  responses.  He  had 
struggled  in  regard  to  the  question  as  to  how  best  to  further  the  Moral  Discernment  process, 
given  its  importance  and  the  complex  inter-relation  of  different  approaches  to  moral  issues 
among  the  churches. 

It  was  asked,  given  the  intention  to  take  forward  work  on  Moral  Discernment,  how  many 
theologians  with  expertise  on  morality  issues  were  among  the  nominees  to  the  Commission. 

The  following  speaker  focused  on  the  suggested  topic  for  the  World  Conference  2017.  This 
would  require  consideration  of  the  theme  of  Renewal  by  the  coming  Commission,  in  addition  to 
the  pursuit  of  Moral  Discernment  and  the  follow-up  of  TCTCV.  The  speaker  wished  to  suggest 
that  there  should  be  a limit  to  four  topics  for  the  Commission’s  attention.  Work  would  need  to 
begin  very  rapidly  to  prepare  for  the  World  Conference.  One  further  topic  might  be  the  nature 
of  visible  union:  this  theme  might  offer  an  arena  for  Faith  and  Order  to  respond  to  the 
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Pilgrimage  of  Justice  and  Peace.  The  same  speaker  was  enthusiastic  about  the  subject  of  renewal: 
it  would  win  a positive  reaction  from  the  churches. 

The  next  speaker  emphasised  the  importance  of  taking  forward  reflection  and  discussion  on 
TCTCV  in  every  church,  in  seminaries  or  elsewhere,  whatever  the  stance  of  the  church.  In  this 
way  all  could  continue  in  contact  with  the  ecumenical  movement. 

Considering  the  work  on  Moral  Discernment,  one  member  saw  this  as  having  taken  a path  closer 
to  academic  approaches  to  moral  issues  rather  than  church-based  theological  approaches.  There 
was  a need  for  both  to  be  represented. 

It  was  suggested  that  there  might  be  a project  on  a theological  subject  which  was  not  church- 
dividing  but  which  might  lie  behind  divisions.  One  such  subject  was  the  nature  of  faith,  another 
was  sin. 

In  answer  to  a previous  question  it  was  reported,  on  the  basis  of  an  initial  examination,  that  there 
were  three  theologians  with  expertise  on  morality  issues  among  the  new  Commission  members. 

The  moment  was  recalled  by  another  member  when  the  members  of  the  Commission  stood  and 
sang  a hymn  in  thanksgiving  for  the  completion  of  TCTCV.  As  to  the  Moral  Discernment 
process,  there  had  been  hard  conversations,  but  this  itself  could  indicate  that  a level  of  trust  had 
been  reached,  and  this  was  something  we  should  cherish.  Speaking  out  of  her  own  experience  of 
dealing  with  issues  of  peace  and  justice,  she  hoped  that  the  Commission  might  work  to  heal  the 
division  which  appeared  in  many  places  between  the  concerns  represented  by  ‘Faith  and  Order’ 
and  those  by  ‘Justice  and  Peace’.  Finally,  we  should  heed  Metropolitan  Bishoy’s  advice  about 
being  imaginative  in  taking  our  work  out  into  the  church  and  world. 

Adding  to  this  conversation  about  Moral  Discernment,  the  next  contributor  referred  to  the  need 
to  use  language  which  is  accessible  to  the  communities  of  our  churches.  He  then  noted  a 
reference  to  the  Commission’s  members  as  ‘nominated  by  the  member  churches’,  but  some  of 
these  churches  were  not  ‘members’:  this  betrayed  a tendency  in  Geneva  to  overlook  the 
distinctive  composition  of  this  Commission. 

The  next  speaker  saw  the  major  priority  of  the  new  Commission  as  being  TCTCV.  This  included 
reflection  by  Faith  and  Order  on  how  to  relate  the  text  and  its  thinking  to  the  realities  of  life  in 
the  local  churches  - a need  that  was  manifested  at  Busan.  We  had  often  heard  requests  for  help 
from  Faith  and  Order  with  theological  concerns  within  the  WCC.  However,  the  specific  concern 
of  the  Commission  remained  unity,  and  any  contributions  it  ought  to  make  to  wider  theological 
issues  must  pertain  to  the  matter  of  unity.  Thirdly,  there  should  be  attention  to  the  nature  of 
theological  language  and  the  finding  of  new  language  which  could  speak  to  a new  church  and 
world. 

A concern  was  then  expressed  that  the  Commission  might  feel  it  had  to  do  a lot  fast:  the  World 
Conference  was  proposed  for  a date  close  at  hand;  it  was  a strategic  date  but  was  it  good  to 
undertake  so  major  an  event  so  quickly?  Patience  and  realism  were  needed,  as  well  as  energy  in 
moving  ahead.  At  Busan  it  had  appeared  that  many  Christians  had  very  different  views  of  unity,  a 
focus  on  this  could  be  profitable.  Communion  and  peace  were  close  companions. 

Another  concern  was  voiced  next  about  the  length  of  time  allowed  before  the  proposed  World 
Conference.  The  new  Commission  would  meet  next  year,  in  the  interim  the  staff  needed  to  do 
some  homework  for  this  meeting.  There  could  be  a paper  on  the  relation  of  unity  to  justice  and 


23 


peace  and  some  work  done  on  the  relation  of  Faith  and  Order  and  CWME.  A further  focus 
should  be  on  renewal.  On  Moral  Discernment  it  was  needed  to  study  closely  the  ecclesiastical 
background  to  these  questions.  There  should  also  be  a study  on  the  ‘canonical  limits  of  the 
Church’,  which  would  help  in  clarifying  differences  in  the  understanding  of  the  nature  of  unity. 

The  Moderator  asked  the  Director  to  speak  about  the  proposed  Sixth  World  Conference  on 
Faith  and  Order.  The  time  (2017)  might  not  be  ideal  for  Faith  and  Order,  but  it  seemed  right  for 
the  churches.  The  decision  lay  with  the  Commission,  but  he  had  been  struck  by  the  lack  of  Faith 
and  Order  prominence  at  Busan:  it  might  be  opportune  for  Faith  and  Order  to  make  its  presence 
felt  in  the  midst  of  the  celebrations  of  the  Reformation.  A question  was  raised  about  the  time 
necessary  to  prepare  a World  Conference  by  reference  to  the  preparations  to  the  1993  meeting  in 
Santiago  de  Compostela.  The  Director  pointed  to  a significant  difference  between  2014  and 
1993:  the  advent  of  the  internet,  with  the  speed  it  allowed  for  faster  communication.  A further 
question  was  how  much  could  the  staff  be  trusted  to  do?  There  would  need  to  be  a small 
working  group  to  prepare  plans  for  Central  Committee,  and  this  should  include  representative 
Commission  members.  The  Director  asked  members  to  remember  the  success  of  the  Plenary 
Commission,  organised  within  an  1 8 month  period. 

The  next  speaker  endorsed  the  Director’s  remarks.  The  circumstances  had  been  radically  difficult 
in  1993.  Further,  the  word  renewal  had  been  often  used  but  seldom  given  theological  density  or 
definition. 

The  Moderator  asked  in  what  ways  the  WCC  might  assist  in  preparing  for  such  a World 
Conference.  Dr  Wolters  responded  that  this  depended  on  a proposal  being  brought  to  the  next 
meeting  of  Central  Committee.  Fie  felt  that  this  subject  had  a good  deal  of  support  in  the 
Council.  It  would  be  possible  to  ask  (e.g.)  CWME  to  be  involved  and  assist  though  it  would 
remain  a Faith  and  Order  Conference. 

Could  there  be  a draft,  outline  proposal  circulated  to  the  officers  by  the  end  of  May,  prior  to  a 
submission  to  the  Central  Committee?  The  Director  thought  this  an  excellent  idea.  He  also 
looked  for  assistance  to  many  other  bodies:  Faith  and  Order  would  convene,  but  not  attempt  to 
do  everything. 

The  question  would  be  asked  in  Central  Committee:  what  is  the  need  for  this  Conference?  A 
clear  and  persuasive  case  would  need  to  be  presented  to  the  Committee. 

It  was  pointed  out  that  the  Commission  still  had  the  authority  to  mandate  the  Director  to  call 
together  a working  group  to  carry  this  plan  forward  prior  to  the  2015  meeting  of  the  new 
Commission. 

The  proposal  was  made  to  mandate  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order  to  prepare  a draft  outline 
proposal  of  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  in  2017  on  the  theme  of  Renewal  for  the 
WCC  Officers  in  late  May  2014,  for  submission  to  the  July  2014  meeting  of  the  Central 
Committee.  The  Moderator  asked  for  the  feeling  of  the  meeting  in  relation  to  this  proposal. 
AGREED 

Dr  Wolters  agreed  that  it  was  right  to  start  now  and  there  would  still  be  the  opportunity  next 
year  to  evaluate  the  timing  and  see  whether  or  not  it  was  realistic. 

A final  comment  emphasised  the  way  in  which  decisions  had  been  taken  in  this  meeting.  The 
WCC  was  now  operating  on  a consensus  basis,  which  was  aimed  at  reducing  conflict 
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misunderstanding  in  gatherings.  It  was  important  for  the  Commission  to  be  instructed  in  and 
employ  this  system. 

The  Moderator  of  the  Commission,  Metropolitan  Vasilios,  in  a final  summing  up  spoke  of  the 
work  of paradosis  - the  handing  on  and  over  to  a new  Commission  of  our  responsibility.  He 
quoted  from  the  First  Letter  of  John:  “what  we  have  heard,  seen  with  our  eyes — and 
touched. . .we  surrender  to  you.”  This  we  could  say  to  our  successors.  Ours  was  a work  of  the 
churches  and  it  was  addressed  to  the  churches. 

He  congratulated  Dr  Susan  Durber  and  all  the  members  of  the  new  Commission  for  their 
nomination.  He  hoped,  with  prayer,  that  the  Commission  would  grow  in  effectiveness  through 
whatever  difficulties  might  lie  before  it. 

He  wished  to  thank  every  member  for  the  great  work  that  had  been  done  since  the  first  meeting 
of  this  membership  in  Faverges.  We  had  to  thank  the  Director  for  his  valuable  representation  of 
Faith  and  Order  and  for  all  the  work  he  had  done  for  the  Commission  and  for  the  conduct  of 
the  working  groups,  and  he  also  thanked  all  the  staff  of  Faith  and  Order.  Thanks  were  expressed 
to  the  minute  taker  and  to  Dr  Wolters.  The  Moderator  thanked  the  Community  of  Bose.  He 
wished  all  members  safe  travel. 

Dr  Durber  expressed  thanks  to  the  Moderator  and  Vice-moderators  for  holding  the  Commission 
together  with  such  grace,  diligence  and  affection. 

The  meeting  concluded  with  prayer. 
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APPENDIX  I 


Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  Officers  of  Faith  and 
Order  and  the  General  Secretary  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches 


1.  The  overall  responsibility  and  in  particular  the  initiative  for  opening  and  closing  the  procedure 
for  staff  appointments  lies  with  the  General  Secretary.  The  General  Secretary  assures  that  no 
name  shall  be  put  forward  for  the  appointment  to  the  staff  of  Faith  and  Order  against  the 
recommendation  from  the  responsible  Officers  of  Faith  and  Order.  In  the  case  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Director,  this  responsibility  will  be  assumed  by  a nominations  committee  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Standing  Commission  of  Faith  and  Order. 

2.  As  regards  the  drawing  up  of  a vacancy  notice  (including  a job  description,  cf.  Procedures  for 
Staff  Appointments,  2.2),  the  Personnel  Office  shall,  in  the  case  of  the  appointment  of  a Faith 
and  Order  Director,  include  in  its  process  of  consultation  the  nominations  committee  of  Faith 
and  Order  before  submission  to  the  General  Secretary. 

3.  The  screening  committee  for  all  jobs  (see  Personnel  Procedures  2.5-2.10)  should  comprise:  the 
General  Secretary,  the  Deputy  General  Secretary,  the  Moderator  and  five  representatives  of  Faith 
and  Order,  and  the  Director  of  Programmes. 

4.  The  interviewing  panel  (cf.  Procedures  2.12)  for  the  position  of  Director  should  comprise:  a 
Deputy  General  Secretary,  the  Director  of  Programme,  the  Moderator  and  three  members  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission.  The  interviewing  panel  for  an  executive  staff  position  should 
comprise  the  Director  of  Programme,  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order,  the  Deputy  General 
Secretary  and  one  of  the  Officers  of  Faith  and  Order. 

5.  The  report  of  the  interviewing  panel  will  be  shared  by  the  General  Secretary  with  the 
Moderator  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  The  Moderator  will  present  the  report  to  the 
Officers  of  Faith  and  Order  or,  in  the  case  of  the  appointment  of  the  Director,  to  the 
nominations  committee  who  will  propose  a name  or  names  to  the  Standing  Commission  of  Faith 
and  Order. 

6.  The  Standing  Commission  of  Faith  and  Order  will  submit  its  recommendation  to  the  General 
Secretary,  recognising  that  the  General  Secretary,  before  making  a final  decision,  will  have  to 
consider  questions  of  balance  and  the  overall  needs  of  the  whole  Council  (cf.  Procedures  2.15). 

In  case  of  doubt  or  disagreement,  the  General  Secretary  shall  seek  consultation  with  the  Officers 
of  Faith  and  Order  and/or  the  nominations  committee  in  order  to  reach  agreement. 

N.B.  Reflects  WCC  structure  during  the  period  Harare  - Porto  Alegre. 


26 


APPENDIX  II 


General  Secretary's  letter  regarding  WCC  commissions 


To:  Moderators  and  members  of  commissions 
Geneva,  14  March  2014 
Dear  Sisters  and  Brothers, 

Prayerful  greetings  during  this  Lenten  season,  marking  our  journey  towards  the  cross  and  the 
resurrection  of  Jesus  Christ,  our  common  Lord  and  Saviour 

As  you  will  be  involved  with  the  important  task  of  preparing  nominations  for  consultative 
bodies,  which  will  be  submitted  to  the  central  committee  for  final  approval,  I would  like  to  bring 
to  your  attention  some  expectations  of  the  WCC  governing  bodies.  Kindly  take  note  of  them  so 
that  the  whole  process  runs  smoothly  and  the  end  results  benefit  each  consultative  body  and  the 
WCC  as  a whole. 

1.  The  Busan  Assembly  Policy  Reference  Committee  noted  in  its  report  (para  19)  the  urgent 
need  for  interpreting  - and,  by  extension,  reaching  - a “fair  and  adequate”  representation,  as 
it  appears  in  WCC  Rule  VI. 8. a and  relates  to  Rule  VI.8.b.  The  committee  was  responding  to 
the  disappointment  of  a considerable  number  of  delegates  because  the  assembly  did  not  meet 
the  balances  requested  in  the  WCC  Rules  in  the  composition  of  the  central  committee.  I 
anticipate  that  the  concern  for  a better  implementation  of  balances  will  surface  again  at  the 
central  committee.  Therefore,  a careful  preparation  of  the  nominations  will  be  essential. 

2-  Fully  aware  of  the  challenges  we  may  face  at  the  central  committee,  the  executive  committee, 
meeting  in  February  2014,  decided  to  forward  the  following  rules  and  guidelines  to  the 
bodies  preparing  nominations  for  submission  to  the  central  committee.  You  are  asked  to  pay 
particular  attention  to  the  following  rules  and  guidelines: 

(a)  The  membership  of  all  committees,  commissions,  working  groups  and  joint  consultative 
bodies  should  follow  all  the  guiding  policies  on  representation,  as  spelled  out  in  the 
WCC  Rules  (VI.  8.  (a.): 

i)  the  personal  expertise  of  the  individual  for  the  task  for  which  he  or  she  is  to  be  nominated; 

ii)  fair  and  adequate  confessional  representation ; 

Hi)  fair  and  adequate  geographical  and  cultural  representation; 

iv)  fair  and  adequate  representation  of  the  major  interests  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches; 

v)  the  general  acceptability  of  the  nominations  to  the  churches  to  which  the  nominees  belong ; 

vi)  fair  and  adequate  representation  of  lay  persons,  indigenous  peoples,  and  differently-abled people,  and 
balance  of  men,  women  andyoungpeople. 

(b)  Member  churches  not  represented  in  the  central  committee  should  be  given  priority  and 
included  in  consultative  bodies,  according  to  the  WCC  Rule  VI.  8.  c.: 

“the  central  committee  shall  consider  the  representative  character  of  the  combined  membership  of  all  such 
committees  in  relation  to  the  member  churches,  giving  due  regard  to  the  broadest  feasible  representation  of 
member  churches 
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(c)  For  the  sake  of  linkage  between  the  governing  and  consultative  bodies,  members  of  the 
central  committee  are  to  be  included  in  each  consultative  body. 

(d)  For  the  sake  of  continuity,  former  members  of  consultative  bodies  are  also  to  be 
included  in  each  consultative  body. 

(e)  In  cases  where  additional  names  might  be  needed  to  ensure  balances,  priority  should  be 
given  to  assembly  delegates. 

A more  delicate  issue  concerns  the  re-appointment  of  members  who  have  already  served 
multiple  terms  on  a commission  or  consultative  body.  The  WCC  does  not  have  explicit  rules  on 
this  matter  and  the  by-laws  of  the  commissions  do  not  address  the  issue.  However,  the  central 
committee  of  the  WCC  recently  approved  the  rule  that  “No  member  shall  serve  more  than  two  terms  on 
the  executive  committee ” (Rule  VI.  6.  d).  The  limitation  was  introduced  in  relation  to  changes  in  the 
profile  — authority,  responsibility  and  functions  — of  the  executive  committee.  I would  like  to 
reflect  together  with  you  on  the  feasibility  and  utility  of  implementing  term  limits  for  member 
church  representatives  on  commissions  and  consultative  bodies.  The  issue  may  be  raised  at  the 
central  committee  in  one  way  or  another;  and,  I would  like  to  be  prepared  for  a creative  and 
constructive,  rather  than  a confrontational  and  polarizing  discussion.  Your  contribution  will  be 
very  valuable. 

3.  My  final  point  is  not  related  exclusively  to  nominations.  The  executive  committee,  meeting  in 
February  2014,  made  a few  broad  suggestions  with  regard  to  commissions  and  consultative 
bodies.  These  suggestions  will  be  forwarded  to  the  central  committee,  to  inform  discussions 
and  decisions  about  future  strategies.  In  anticipation  of  the  work  at  the  central  committee, 
kindly  take  note  that  the  executive  committee  requested: 

(a)  the  mandate  and  profile  of  each  commission  and  consultative  body  be  reviewed  in  the 
light  of  the  pilgrimage  of  justice  and  peace; 

(b)  commissions  and  consultative  bodies  be  included  in  strategic  planning  and  that  an 
interaction  and  synergy  between  governing  and  consultative  bodies  be  included  in  the 
strategic  plans; 

(c)  commission  and  consultative  body  leadership  be  reminded  of  the  constitutional 
responsibility  to  use  and  promote  consensus  decision-making;  and  that  they  should  be 
supported  in  promoting  the  ethos  of  consensus  with  appropriate  training  and/ or  the 
appointment  of  a consensus  facilitator. 

I look  forward  to  your  close  cooperation  in  preparing  nominations  to  be  submitted  to  the 
central  committee. 

You  are  the  trustees  of  the  process  for  a specific  consultative  body,  whereas  the  central 
committee  is  the  trustee  of  the  overall  balanced  composition  of  commissions  and  consultative 
bodies.  To  protect  and  reflect  the  integrity  of  the  WCC  fellowship,  balances  are  important  not 
only  for  each  consultative  body,  but  for  all  consultative  bodies  together.  With  due  respect  to  any 
options  taken  by  one  consultative  body  — e.g.  for  its  leadership,  to  say  the  least  — the  picture 
emerging  out  of  shared  roles  and  responsibilities  in  all  consultative  bodies  will  also  be  essential. 


Therefore,  I invite  you  to  include  in  your  process  the  opportunity  for  consultation  with  the 
general  secretary  before  final  nominations  are  submitted  to  the  central  committee  for  approval.  I 
would  like  to  make  clear  that  my  intention  is  to  ensure  a smooth  nomination  process  and  the 
best  possible  composition  of  all  our  consultative  bodies.  I would  suggest  the  following  time 
table: 
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— end  of  April  2014:  all  nominations  are  presented  to  the  general  secretary; 

— end  of  May  2014:  the  general  secretary  contacts  the  commissions  and  consultative 
bodies,  identifying  areas  where  further  work  might  be  needed  and/or  making  some 
concrete  suggestions; 

- June  15,  2014:  commissions  and  consultative  bodies  respond  to  the  general  secretary; 

- end  of  June  2014:  the  final  version  of  the  nominations  is  prepared  for  submission  to  the 
central  committee. 

In  advance,  many  thanks  for  your  attention.  My  colleagues  accompanying  and  facilitating  your 
work  will  respond  to  any  further  questions  you  may  have. 

Yours  in  our  common  Lord, 


Rev.  Dr  Olav  Fykse  Tveit 
General  Secretary 
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APPENDIX  III 


Motions  of  the  2012  Central  Committee  regarding  the  revised  2012 
Faith  and  Order  By-laws 


Revision  of  the  Faith  and  Order  By-laws 

7.1.  Proposed  Revision  of  F&O  By-Laws  (Doc.  No.  GEN  NOM  04) 

Suggested  action:  The  central  committee  adopts  the  revised  F&O  By-Laws  (Doc.  No.  GEN  NOM  04rev) 
except  the  points  5.2,  7.4  and  11.  APPROVED 

Suggested  action:  The  central  committee  refers  the  points  5.2  (paragraph  2),  7.4  and  1 1 back  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  for further  elaboration  and  recommendation.  The  central  committee  requests  that  these  points 
be  brought  in  alignment  with  WCC  Constitution  and  Rules.  APPROVED 

Here  are  the  specified  three  articles  sent  back  to  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  for 
further  revision: 

5.2.  The  staff  will  be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  normal  procedure  for  appointment  of 
WCC  staff.  The  General  Secretary  of  the  WCC  shall,  after  due  consultation  with  the  leadership 
of  Faith  and  Order,  nominate  for  appointment  or  re-appointment  members  of  the  executive 
staff  of  the  Secretariat  by  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  WCC. 

In  the  case  of  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order,  no  nominations  will  be  submitted  by  the  General 
Secretary  to  the  Executive  Committee  against  the  advice  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order. 

7.4  In  consultation  with  his  or  her  nominating  body  a member  of  the  Commission  may  name  a 
person  to  represent  him  or  her  at  any  meeting  at  which  the  member  is  unable  to  be  present.  No 
proxy  shall  take  part  in  closed  sessions  or  have  a vote  at  any  point  where  the  Commission  moves 
to  formal  voting  procedures.  The  dissent  expressed  by  a proxy  shall  not  prevent  consensus  being 
recorded. 

11.  Proposals  for  the  amendment  of  these  by-laws  may  be  made  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Central  Committee  in  consultation  with  the  Commission  and  the  program  committee.  Any 
proposed  amendment  must  be  circulated  in  writing  to  the  members  of  the  Commission  not  less 
than  three  months  before  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  at  which  it  is  to  be  considered  for 
adoption.  A proposed  amendment  requires  the  approval  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  present  and  voting,  before  final  approval  by  the  Central  Committee. 
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Faith  and  Order  Standing  Commission 


Moderator: 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Dr  Vasilios  of  Constantia 

- Ammochostos 

Church  of  Cyprus 

12,  Aghiou  Georgiou  Street 

P.O.  BOX  34034 

5309  Paralimni 

Cyprus 

T +357-23  81.24.44 
F +357-23  81.24.61 
metropolitan-v@imconstantias.org.cy 

Officers: 

Rev.  Fr  Frans  Bouwen 
Roman  Catholic  Church 
Church  of  Saint  Anne 
P.O.  Box  19079 
91190  Jerusalem,  via  Israel 
T +972-2  628.19.92 
ffbouwen@steanne.org 

The  Rt  Rev.  J ohn  Hind 
Church  of  England 
Bishop  of  Chichester 
The  Palace,  Chichester 
P019  1PY  West  Sussex 
United  Kingdom 
T +44-1243  78.21.61 
+44-1243  78.08.44 
F +44-1293  53.13.32 
Bishop.Chichester@diochi.org.uk 

Mrs  Sarah  Kaulule 

United  Church  of  Zambia 

Plot  9136/m 

New  Farms,  Makeni 

Lusaka 

Zambia 

T +260-966  75.42.51 
sskaulule@mstvt.gov.zm 

Rev.  Dr  Hermen  Shastri 
Methodist  Church  in  Malaysia 
Council  of  Churches  of  Malaysia 
No.  10  Jalan  11/9,  Selangor  D.E. 

46200  PetalingJaya,Selangor  Darul  Ehsan 
Malaysia 

T +60-3  79.56.70.92 
F +60-3  79.56.03.53 
cchurchm@tm.net.my 


Prof.  Dr  Valburga  Schmiedt  Streck 

Igreja  Evangelica  de  Confissao  Luterana  no 

Brasil 

1 44,  Rua  Pastor  Rodolfo  Saenger 
Bairro  Jardim  America 
93035  110  Sao  Leopoldo,  RS 
Brazil 

T +55-51  3590.1428 
valburgas@yahoo.com.br 

Rev.  Dr  Hielke  Wolters 

150,  rte  de  Ferney,  P.O.  Box  2100, 1211 

Geneva  2,  Switzerland 

T +41  22  791  6317 

hielke.  wolters@wcc  -coe . org 

Members: 

Rev.  Prof.  David  Adesanya 

Church  of  the  Lord  (Aladura)  Worldwide 

Obafemi  Awolowo  University 

Faculty  of  Environmental  Design  and 

Management 

Ile-Ife 

Nigeria 

T +234-805  827.03.66 
biodunadesanya2002@yahoo.com 

Dr  Pablo  Andinach 

Iglesia  Evangelica  Metodista  Argentina 

Instituto  Superior  Evangelico  de  Estudios 

Teologicos  - ISEDET 

Camacua  252 

B 1406  DOF  Buenos  Aires 
Argentina 

T +54-11  46.32.50.30 
F +54-11  46.33.28.25 
andinach@isedet.edu.ar 

Rev.  Prof.  Emmanuel  Anyambod 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Cameroon 
Association  des  Institutions  d’Enseignement 
Theologique  en  Affique  Occidentale 
(ASTHEOL) 

Faculte  de  Theologie  Protestante 

Rue  Djoungolo 

Boite  Postale  4011 

Yaounde 

Cameroon 

T +237-22  21.26.90 

F +237-22  20.71.58 

anyambod_anya@yahoo.co.uk 
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H.E.  Archbishop  Aristarchos  of 
Constantina 

Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Jerusalem 

P.O.  Box  14234 

91196  Jerusalem,  via  Israel 

T +972-2  628.10.33 

F +972-2  628.20.48 

aristarh@netvision.net.il 

Rev.  Dr  Mabel  Athavale 

Church  of  North  India 

1231  Ashwani 

Sai  Nagar  N-6,  CIDCO 

Aurangabad 

Maharashra 

India 

T +91-240  248.86.09 
F +91-240  240.02.04 
mabel_athavale@yahoo.com 

Rev.  Prof.  Dr.  Andre  Birmele 
Eglise  protestante  de  la  confession 
d’Augsbourg  d’Alsace  et  de  Lorraine 
87,  rue  Strohl 
67520  Wangen 
France 

T +33-3  88.87.75.10 
andre.birmele@orange.fr 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Prof.  Dr  Bishoy  of 
Damietta 

Coptic  Orthodox  Church 

St  Mary’s  Church 

Sorour  Square,  Midan  Sorour 

Damietta 

Egypt 

T +20-50  288.11.41,  +20-50  288.00.07 
F +20-50  288.00.08,  +20-2  683.02.47 
demiana@demiana.org 

Rev.  Dr  Susan  Durber 
United  Reformed  Church 
The  Principal’s  Lodge 
Westminster  College 
Madingley  Road 
CB3  0AB  Cambridge 
United  Kingdom 
T +44-1  223.74.10.94 
F +44-1  223.74.10.94 
sd470@cam.ac.uk 


Rev.  Dr  Anne-Louise  Eriksson 
Church  of  Sweden 

Unit  for  Research  and  Cultural  Affairs 
Sysslomansgatan  4 
751  70  Uppsala 
Sweden 

T +46-1  816.96.52 
F +46-1  816.96.18 

anne-louise.eriksson@svenskakyrkan.se 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Prof.  Dr  Gennadios  of 
Sassima 

Ecumenical  Patriarchate 
Rum  Patrikhanesi 
Fener-Hali^ 

34  220  Istanbul 
Turkey 

T +90-212  531.96.70/76 
F +90-212  531.96.79 
gennad@attglobal.net 

Rev.  Dr  William  Henn  OFM  cap 

Roman  Catholic  Church 

Collegio  San  Lorenzo 

CP  18382 

Cir.  Occ.  6850 

GRA  km.65.050 

00163  Rome 

Italy 

T +39-06  66.05.25.22 
henn@unigre.it 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Dr  Hilarion  of 
Volokolamsk 

Russian  Orthodox  Church  (Moscow 
Patriarchate) 

Danilov  Monastery 
Danilovsky  Val  22 
115  191  Moscow 
Russian  Federation 
T +7-495  954.04.54 
F +7-495  633.72.81 
bishop_hilarion@hotmail.  com 

The  V.  Rev.  Prof.  Dr  Viorel  Ionita 
Romanian  Orthodox  Church 
Conference  of  European  Churches 
150,  route  de  Ferney 
1211  Geneva  2 
Switzerland 
T +41.22.791.62.29 
F +41.22.791.62.27 
vio@cec-kek.org 
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Prof.  Dr  Dimitra  Koukoura 
Ecumenical  Patriarchate 
37,  Nikis  Avenue 
54622  Thessaloniki 
Greece 

T +30-2310  23.39.53 
F +30-2310  23.39.53 
dimkou@theo.auth.gr 

Rev.  Dr  Glenroy  Lalor 
Jamaica  Baptist  Union 
United  Theological  College  of  the  West 
Indies  (UTCWI) 

7 Golding  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  136 

Kingston  7 

Jamaica 

T +1-876  977.08.90  +1-876  927.28.68 
F +1-876  977.08.12 
glenroy.lalor@utcwi.edu.  jm 

Rev.  Dr  Sarah  Lancaster 

United  Methodist  Church 

Methodist  Theological  School  in  Ohio 

3081,  Colombus  Pike 

OH  43081  Delaware 

United  States  of  America 

T +1-740  362.33.60 

F +1-740  362.33.81 

slancaster@mtso.edu 

Prof.  Dr  Ulrike  Link-Wieczorek 
Evangelische  Kirche  in  Deutschland 
Kirchenamt  der  EKD 
Brunnenpfal  37 
68259  Mannheim 
Germany 

T +49-621  79.89.28 
F +49-621  799.35.86 
ulwi@uni-oldenburg.de 

Rev.  Dr  Richard  Lowery 

Christian  Church  (Disciples  of  Christ)  in  the 

USA 

2449  N.  Pennsylvania  St. 

46205  Indianapolis,  IN 
United  States  of  America 
T +1-918  260.28.28 
F +1-918  333.72.56 
rlowery@lextheo.edu 


Rt  Rev.  Nathan  Ohanisyan 

Armenian  Apostolic  Church  (Mother  See  of 

Holy  Etchmiadzin) 

Catholicosate  of  All  Armenians 
Mother  See  of  Holy  Etchmiadzin 
1101  Varghashapat 
Armenia 

T +374-10.51.73.88 
F +374-10.51.73.01 
hbishopnathan@aol.com 

Rev.  Dr  Rebecca  Peters 
Presbyterian  Church  (USA) 

5200,  Northland  Ct. 

NC  27301  McLeansville 
United  States  of  America 
T +1-336  358.24.98 
rpeters@elon.edu 

Rev.  Dr  Richard  Treloar 
Uniting  Church  in  Australia 
Trinity  College,  Royal  Parade 
VIC  3052  Parkville 
Australia 

T +61-4  183.379.90 
ccvicar@ccsy.org.au 

Prof.  Dr  Myriam  Wijlens 

Roman  Catholic  Church 

University  of  Erfurt,  Faculty  of  Catholic 

Theology 

PF  90  02  21,  Domstrafie  10 

99105  Erfurt 

Germany 

T +49-361  737.25.61 
F +49-361  737.25.09 
myriam.wijlens@uni-erfurt.de 

Consultants: 

Fr.  Gregory  J.  Fairbanks 
Roman  Catholic 

Pontifical  Council  for  Promoting  Christian 
Unity 

Via  della  Conciliazione,  5 
Vatican  City  VA-00120 
Vatican  City 
T +39-06  69.88.40.85 
F +39-06  69.88.53.65 

gfairbanks@christianunity.va 
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Rev.  Dr  Cecil  M.  Robeck 
Assemblies  of  God 
Fuller  Theological  Seminary 
135,  North  Oakland  Avenue 
Pasadena,  CA  91182 
USA 

T +1  626  791  8859 
F +1  626  584  5251 
cmrobeck@fuller.edu 


Faith  and  Order  Secretariat: 

150,  rte  de  Ferney,  P.O.  Box  2100, 1211 
Geneva  2,  Switzerland 
F +41  22  791  6407 

Canon  John  Gibaut 
T +41  22  791  6335 
jgi@wcc-coe.org 

Dr  Tamara  Grdzelidze 
T +41  22  791  6339 
tam@wcc-coe.org 

Rev.  Dr  Dagmar  Heller 
T +41  22  791  6338 
T +41  22  960  7342  (Bossey) 
dah@wcc-coe.org 

Rev.  Dr  Odair  Pedroso  Mateus 
T +41  22  791  6070 
T +41  22  960  7300  (Bossey) 
opm@wcc-coe.org 

Mr  Alexander  Freeman 
T +41  22  791  6707 
anf@wcc-coe.org 
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Plenary  Commission  members 


Rev.  Ofelia  Alvarez  Coleman  (Moravian  Church  in  Nicaragua) 

Rev.  Shahe  Ananyan  (Armenian  Apostolic  Church  (Mother  See  of  Holy  Etchmiadzin)) 

Rev.  Dr  Margaret  Azange  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Cameroon) 

Rev.  Kan  Baoping  (China  Christian  Council) 

Archimandrite  Isaac  Barakat  (Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Antioch  and  All  the  East) 
Rev.  Prof.  Dr  Angela  Berlis  (Old-Catholic  Church  in  the  Netherlands) 

Ms  Evelyn  Bhajan  (Church  of  Pakistan) 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Prof.  Dr  Chrysostomos  of  Messinia  (Church  of  Greece) 

Rev.  Dr  Marianela  De  la  Paz  Cot  (Episcopal  Church  in  Cuba) 

Prof.  Dr  Konstantinos  Delikonstantis  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate) 

Rev.  Dr  Peter  Donald  (Church  of  Scotland) 

Dr  Jason  Donnelly  (United  Church  of  Christ) 

Dr  Keelan  Downton  (National  Community  Church) 

Rev.  Joseph  Ekey’Enjali  (Church  of  Christ  in  Congo  - Community  of  Disciples  of  Christ  in 
Congo) 

Prof.  Dr  Robert  Erwin  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  in  America) 

Ms  Sara  Faulhafer  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  in  Canada) 

Rev.  Canon  Peter  Fisher  (Church  of  England) 

Sr  Dr  Lorelei  Fuchs,  SA  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Prakash  George  (Mar  Thoma  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar) 

Rev.  Hadi  Ghantous  (National  Evangelical  Synod  of  Syria  and  Lebanon) 

Mrs  Sri  Ginting  (Karo  Batak  Protestant  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Ruth  Gouldboume  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain) 

Rev.  Dr  Anne  Grieb  (Episcopal  Church  in  the  USA) 

Rev.  Megersa  Guta  Gemba  (Ethiopian  Evangelical  Church  Mekane  Yesus) 

Mr  Joel  Halldorf  (Swedish  Pentecostal  Movement) 

Prof.  Dr  Barbara  Hallensleben  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Dr  Minna  Hietamaki  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Finland) 

Rev.  Fredrik  Hollertz  (Church  of  Sweden) 

Mr  Nathan  Hoppe  (Orthodox  Autocephalous  Church  of  Albania) 

Rev.  Dr  Renee  House  (Reformed  Church  in  America) 

The  V.  Rev.  Dr  Cyril  Hovorun  (Russian  Orthodox  Church  (Moscow  Patriarchate)) 

Rt  Revd  Kumara  Illangasinghe  (Church  of  Ceylon) 

Rev.  Prof.  Piotr  Jaskola  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Jose  Kinsou  (Protestant  Methodist  Church  of  Benin) 

Rev.  Gerald  Klingbeil  (Seventh-day  Adventist  Church  World  Headquarters) 

Sister  Maria  Ko  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Arthur  Ko  Lay  (Myanmar  Baptist  Convention) 

Prof.  Leo  Koffeman  (Protestant  Church  in  the  Netherlands) 

Rev.  Dr  Masami  Kojiro  (United  Church  of  Christ  in  Japan) 

Rev.  Dr  Andrey  Kordochkin  (Russian  Orthodox  Church  (Moscow  Patriarchate)) 
Metropolitan  Dr  Elpidophoros  Lambriniadis  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate) 

Dr  Atenjemba  Longchar  (Council  of  Baptist  Churches  in  N.E.  India) 

Rev.  Jan  Lukaszuk  (Polish  Autocephalous  Orthodox  Church) 

Prof.  Angelo  Maffeis  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Mr  Enoch  Magala  (Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Alexandria  and  All  Africa) 

H.E.  Metropolitan  Dr  Makarios  of  Kenya  and  Irinoupolis  (Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of 
Alexandria  and  All  Africa) 
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Rev.  Purity  Malinga  (Methodist  Church  of  Southern  Africa) 

Rev.  Modesto  Mamani  Achata  (Evangelical  Methodist  Church  in  Bolivia) 

Metropolitan  Dr  Mar  Gregorios  Yohanna  Ibrahim  (Syrian  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Antioch  and 
All  the  East) 

Prof.  Maake  Masango  (Uniting  Presbyterian  Church  in  Southern  Africa) 

Prof.  Dr  Paul  Meyendorff  (Orthodox  Church  in  America) 

Prof.  Hans  Mikkelsen  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  in  Denmark) 

Dr  Xanthi  Morfi  (Church  of  Greece) 

Rev.  Iara  Muller  (Evangelical  Church  of  the  Lutheran  Confession  in  Brazil) 

Mrs  Victoria  Mwamwaja  (Kanisa  La  Moravian  Tanzania) 

Archbishop  Abune  Nathanael  (Ethiopian  Orthodox  Tewahedo  Church) 

Mrs  Aino  Nenola  (Orthodox  Church  of  Finland) 

Rev.  Dr  Isabelle  Noth  (Federation  of  Swiss  Protestant  Churches) 

Prof.  Dr  Young  Suck  Oh  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Korea) 

Most  Rev.  Archbishop  John  Onaiyekan  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Prof.  Dr  Martien  Parmentier  (Old-Catholic  Church  in  the  Netherlands) 

Ms  Amal  Pepple  (Church  of  Nigeria  (Anglican  Communion)) 

Dr  Otele  Perelini  (Congregational  Christian  Church  in  Samoa) 

Rev.  Dr  Argyris  Petrou  (Greek  Evangelical  Church) 

Dr  Christian  Polke  (EKD-Evangelical  Church  in  Baden) 

Rev.  Canon  Prof.  Douglas  Pratt  (Anglican  Church  in  Aotearoa,  New  Zealand  and  Polynesia) 

Rev.  Dr  Cecil  Melvin  Robeck,  Jr  (Assemblies  of  God) 

Rev.  Prof.  Dr  Katharine  Sakenfeld  (Presbyterian  Church  (USA)) 

Dr  Pauline  Sathiamurthy  (Church  of  South  India) 

Rev.  Dr  Jorge  Scampini  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Christoph  Schwobel  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany) 

Janet  Scott  (Friends  World  Committee  for  Consultation) 

Rev.  Dr  Loraine  Shepherd  (United  Church  of  Canada) 

Dr  Vera  Shevzov  (Orthodox  Church  in  America) 

Pastor  Siew  Chin  Sia  (Methodist  Church  in  Malaysia) 

V.  Rev.  Fr  Anoushavan  Tanielian  (Armenian  Apostolic  Church  (Holy  See  of  Cilicia)) 

Dr  Wedad  Tawfik  (Coptic  Orthodox  Church) 

Prof.  Dr  Wolfgang  Thonissen  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Michael  Tita  (Romanian  Orthodox  Church) 

Ms  Minoneti  Tupou  (Free  Wesleyan  Church  of  Tonga  (Methodist  Church  in  Tonga)) 

Rev.  Janet  Unsworth  (Methodist  Church  in  Ireland) 

Rev.  Michel  Van  Parys,  OSB  (Roman  Catholic  Church) 

Ms  Christina  Van  Regenmorter  (Friends  United  Meeting) 

Mgr  Vera  Vanickova  (Czechoslovak  Hussite  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Baby  Varghese  (Malankara  Orthodox  Syrian  Church) 

Rev.  Molly  Vetter  (United  Methodist  Church) 

Rev.  Dr  Lisa  Wang  (Anglican  Church  of  Canada) 

Bishop  McKinley  Young  (African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church) 
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Faith  and  Order  by-laws  as  approved  by  WCC  Central  Committee 
201 21 


Proposed  Revision  of  the  By-laws  of  Faith  and  Order  - Revised  - Revised 
(Document  No.  GEN  NOM  04  rev) 

(Approved  by  the  Standing  Commission  in  Penang,  June  22,  2012) 


1.  Meanings 

1.1.  Faith  and  Order  means  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  hereinafter  defined. 

1 .2.  The  Executive  Leadership  of  the  Commission  means  the  Moderator  and  Vice- 
Moderators  of  the  Commission,  the  member  of  the  Council’s  Staff  Leadership 
Executive  Group  leading  the  programme  area  to  which  Faith  and  Order  belongs,  and 
the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order.  The  Leadership  Executive  of  the  Commission 
functions  as  an  executive  body. 

1.3.  The  Officers  Leadership  are  the  Moderator  and  the  Vice-Moderators. 

1 .4.  The  Secretariat  means  the  Staff  Members  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  (hereafter 
WCC)  assigned  to  work  in  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order. 

2.  Introduction 

Faith  and  Order  represents  an  historic,  founding  movement  of  the  WCC  and  incorporates  the 
participation  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  other  non-member  churches  of  the  WCC  in  the 
organizing  and  staffing  of  its  activities  within  the  overall  framework  of  the  WCC. 

3.  Purpose  and  Functions 

3.1.  The  primary  purpose  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  is  to  serve  the  churches  as 
they  call  one  another  to  visible  unity  in  one  faith  and  in  one  Eucharistic  fellowship, 
expressed  in  worship  and  common  life  in  Christ,  through  witness  and  service  to  the 
world,  and  advance  towards  that  unity  in  order  that  the  world  may  believe. 

3.2.  The  functions  of  the  Commission  are: 

a)  To  study  such  questions  of  faith,  order  and  worship  as  bear  on  this  purpose  and  to 

examine  such  social,  cultural,  political,  racial  and  other  factors  as  affect  the  unity  of 
the  church; 

b)  To  study  the  theological  implications  of  the  existence  and  development  of  the 

ecumenical  movement  and  to  keep  prominently  before  the  WCC  the  obligation  to 
work  towards  unity; 


1 Text  marked  as  strikethrough  or  bold  indicates  revisions  made  by  the  WCC  Central  Committee, 
August  2012. 
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c)  To  promote  prayer  for  unity; 

d)  To  study  matters  in  the  present  relationship  of  the  churches  to  one  another  which 

cause  difficulties  or  which  particularly  require  theological  clarification; 

e)  To  study  the  steps  being  taken  by  the  churches  towards  closer  unity  with  one  another 

and  to  provide  information  concerning  such  steps; 

f)  To  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  churches,  by  the  best  means  available,  reports  of  Faith 

and  Order  meetings  and  studies; 

g)  To  provide  opportunities  for  consultation  among  those  whose  churches  are  engaged  in 

specific  efforts  towards  unity. 

3.3.  In  pursuing  these  functions  the  following  principles  shall  be  observed: 

a)  Faith  and  Order,  in  seeking  to  draw  the  churches  into  conversation  and  study,  shall 

recognize  that  only  the  churches  themselves  are  competent  to  initiate  steps  towards 
unity  by  entering  into  negotiations  with  one  another.  The  work  of  Faith  and  Order  is 
to  act,  on  their  invitation,  as  helper  and  adviser. 

b)  It  shall  conduct  its  work  in  such  a way  that  all  are  invited  to  share  reciprocally  in  giving 

and  receiving  and  no  one  shall  be  asked  to  be  disloyal  to  his  or  her  convictions  nor  to 
compromise  them.  Differences  are  to  be  clarified  and  recorded  as  honestly  as 
agreements. 

c)  Faith  and  Order  is  committed  to  the  ethos  of  fellowship,  consensus  and  common 

witness  as  essential  to  its  work. 

4.  Organization 

4.1.  The  Faith  and  Order  Commission  is  constitutionally  responsible  to  the  Central 
Committee  of  the  WCC. 

4.2.  The  Commission  shall  be  responsible  for  initiating,  implementing  and  laying  down 
general  guidelines  of  the  programme  of  Faith  and  Order  within  the  framework  of  the 
policies  of  the  WCC  as  established  by  the  Central  Committee.  It  shall  engage  in 
theological  debate  and  be  a source  of  membership  for  participation  in  study  groups  and 
consultations.  It  shall  guide  the  staff  in  the  development  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
programme,  and  supervise  the  ongoing  work.  It  shall  report  annually  to  the  Central 
Committee.  In  exceptional  circumstances  the  Commission,  in  consultation  with  the 
leadership  of  the  WCC,  shall  be  permitted  to  place  an  issue  on  the  agenda  of  the 
Central  Committee.  The  members  of  the  Commission  shall  share  in  communicating  the 
programme  of  Faith  and  Order  to  the  churches. 

4.3.  The  Commission  shall  consist  of  no  fewer  than  40  members  and  no  more  than  60 
members  (including  the  Moderator  and  Vice-Moderators). 

4.4.  When  necessary,  the  Commission  may  in  addition  appoint  consultants  to  assist  in  its 
studies  when  outside  expertise  and  balances  within  the  Commission  are  required. 
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4.5.  The  Leadership  Executive  of  the  Commission  shall  provide  oversight  of  and  give 
direction  to  the  Commission.  It  is  also  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  direction  set  out 
by  the  Commission  and  will  work  closely  with  the  Secretariat. 

The  Leadership  Executive  will  normally  meet  once  a year.  In  the  year  of  a Commission 
meeting,  the  Leadership  Executive  will  meet  before  or  after  the  Commission. 

4.6.  The  Commission,  by  its  last  meeting  before  each  Assembly  of  the  WCC,  shall  appoint  a 
nominations  committee  to  prepare  a list  of  names,  from  those  nominated  by  their 
churches,  for  the  election  of  the  new  commission  by  the  Central  Committee  at  its  first 
full  meeting  after  the  Assembly.  The  members  will  hold  office  until  the  appointment  of 
a new  commission. 

4.7.  The  Commission,  at  the  last  meeting  of  its  mandate  after  each  assembly,  shall  nominate 
a person  as  moderator  of  Faith  and  Order  for  election  by  the  Central  Committee  at  its 
first  full  meeting  after  the  assembly.  The  moderator  will  hold  office  until  the 
appointment  of  a new  commission. 

4.8.  At  the  first  meeting  of  its  mandate  the  Commission  shall  elect  not  more  than  five  vice- 
moderators from  among  its  members.  The  vice-moderators  will  hold  office  until  the 
new  commission  is  appointed.2 3 

4.9.  Vacancies  on  the  Commission  shall  be  filled  by  the  Central  Committee  on  the 
nomination  of  the  Commission. 

4.10.  As  an  expertise-based  theological  commission,  members  and  consultants  of  the 
Commission  shall  hold  either  a doctorate  in  theology  or  at  least  a master’s  degree  in 
theology,  or  comparable  expertise.  Competence  in  English  is  required.  International 
experience  is  a desirable  quality. 

4.11.  Since  the  size  of  the  Commission  precludes  full  representation  of  all  member  churches 
of  the  WCC,  appointment  shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of  personal  qualifications  of  the 
individual  to  serve  the  purposes  of  Faith  and  Order.  At  the  same  time,  care  shall  be 
taken  to  secure  fair  and  adequate  confessional,  geographic,  and  cultural  representation 
on  the  Commission  and  among  the  leadership  executive  and  secretariat.  The 
membership  of  the  Commission  shall  include  adequate  representation  of  men,  women, 
younger  theologians,  and  lay  and  ordained  persons.  Additionally,  care  shall  be  taken  to 
nominate  members  from  the  Ecumenical  Disability  Advocates  Network  and  the 
Indigenous  Theologians  Network. 


2 Since  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  became  a full  member  of  the  Commission  on  Faith  and 
Order,  it  has  been  the  case  that  one  officer  is  a Roman  Catholic  nominated  by  the  Pontifical 
Council  for  Promoting  Christian  Unity  and  confirmed  by  the  Commission. 

3 See  the  “Constitution  and  Rules  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches”  as  amended  at  the  9^ 
Assembly,  2006,  XX  Conduct  of  Meetings,  section  IV.4.C.  Since  this  document  does  not 
govern  the  participation  of  members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  it  is  determined  that  at 
least  10  % of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  Roman  Catholics  (this  includes  the 
officer). 
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4.12.  Persons  who  are  members  of  churches  which  do  not  belong  to  the  WCC,  but  which 
confess  Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour  according  to  the  Scriptures  and  therefore  seek 
to  fulfill  together  their  common  calling  to  the  glory  of  the  one  God,  Father,  Son  and 
Holy  Spirit,  can  be  appointed. 

4.13.  Only  a person  whose  name  is  acceptable  to  the  church  to  which  he  or  she  belongs  can 
be  appointed  as  a member  by  the  Central  Committee. 


5.  The  Secretariat 

5.1.  The  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat  shall  be  the  members  of  the  staff  of  the  WCC  who 
are  assigned  to  work  in  Faith  and  Order.  The  person  appointed  in  order  to  give 
leadership  to  the  Secretariat  of  Faith  and  Order  will  hold  the  title  of  “Director  of 
Faith  and  Order”. 

5.2.  The  staff  will  be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  normal  procedure  for 
appointment  of  WCC  staff.  The  General  Secretary  of  the  WCC  shall,  after  due 
consultation  with  the  leadership  executive  of  Faith  and  Order,  nominate  for 
appointment  or  re-appointment  members  of  the  executive  staff  of  the  Secretariat  by 
the  Executive  Committee  of  the  WCC. 

In  the  case  of  the  Director  of  Faith  and  Order,  no  nominations  will  be  submitted  by 
the  General  Secretary  to  the  Executive  Committee  against  the  advice  of  the 
Commission  on  Faith  and  Order. 

5.3.  The  Secretariat  shall  be  responsible  for  ensuring  the  continuation  of  the  work  of 
Faith  and  Order  in  accordance  with  the  decisions  agreed  by  the  Commission, 
approved  in  accordance  with  the  policy  of  the  Central  Committee.  The  Secretariat 
will  keep  in  regular  contact  with  the  leadership  executive  and  members  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission. 

6.  World  Conferences 

6.1.  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order  may  be  held  when,  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commission,  the  Central  Committee  so  decides. 

6.2.  The  invitation  to  take  part  in  such  conferences  shall  be  addressed  to  the  churches 
throughout  the  world  which  confess  Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour  according  to 
the  Scriptures  and  therefore  seek  to  fulfill  together  their  common  calling  to  the  glory 
of  the  one  God,  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Spirit. 

6.3.  World  Conferences  shall  consist  primarily  of  delegates  appointed  by  the  churches  to 
represent  them.  Members  of  Faith  and  Order  are  ex  officio  participants  in  such 
conferences.  Youth  delegates,  special  advisers  and  observers  may  also  be  invited. 

6.4.  Careful  attention  shall  be  given  to  the  communication  of  the  reports  and 
recommendations  of  the  world  conferences  to  the  churches. 
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7.  Faith  and  Order  Meetings 


7.1.  The  Commission  shall  meet  at  least  every  two  years.  An  additional  meeting  may  be 
convened  by  the  Moderator  in  consultation  with  the  leadership  executive  of  Faith 
and  Order  or  at  the  request  of  not  less  than  one  third  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission. 

7.2.  Faith  and  Order  working  groups,  consultations,  and  other  smaller  meetings  of 
members  of  the 

Commission  shall  take  place  at  least  in  the  years  that  the  Commission  does  not  meet. 

7.3.  The  Secretariat  shall  be  responsible  for  giving  due  notice  of  meetings  of  the 
Commission,  for  keeping  its  minutes  and  other  records  and,  in  consultation  with  the 
Moderator,  for  preparing  its  agenda. 

7.4.  In  consultation  with  his  or  her  nominating  body  a member  of  the  Commission  may 
name  a person  to  represent  him  or  her  at  any  meeting  at  which  the  member  is 
unable  to  be  present.  No  proxy  shall  take  part  in  closed  sessions  or  have  a vote  at 
any  point  where  the  Commission  moves  to  formal  voting  procedures.  The  dissent 
expressed  by  a proxy  shall  not  prevent  consensus  being  recorded. 

7.5.  Other  persons  may  be  invited  to  be  present  and  to  speak,  if  the  moderator  so  rules, 
but  not  to  participate  (see  7.4)  in  decision  making.  In  particular,  in  order  to  secure 
representation  of  its  study  groups,  members  of  these  may  be  invited  to  attend  as 
consultants,  (see  4.4) 

7.6.  In  the  absence  of  the  Moderator,  one  of  the  Vice-moderators  shall  preside  at  such 
meetings.  In  the  absence  of  any  of  these  officers  Leaders,  the  meeting  shall  elect 
one  of  its  members  to  take  the  chair.  This  shall  be  by  simple  majority  of  those 
members  present. 

7.7.  Fifty  percent  plus  one  member  of  the  total  membership  constitutes  a quorum  for 
conducting  a meeting  and  making  decisions. 

7.8.  Decisions  will  normally  be  made  by  consensus,  unless  otherwise  specified  by  the 
rules,  according  to  the  WCC  rules  on  the  Conduct  of  Meetings:  consensus  shall  be 
understood  as  seeking  the  common  mind  of  the  meeting  without  resort  to  a formal 
vote,  in  a process  of  genuine  dialogue  that  is  respectful,  mutually  supportive  and 
empowering,  whilst  prayerfully  seeking  to  discern  God's  will.  A consensus  decision 
shall  mean  that  there  is  agreement  about  the  outcome  of  a discussion.  This  may 
mean  agreement  to  accept  a proposal  or  a variation  of  a proposal;  it  also  may  mean 
agreement  about  another  outcome,  including  agreement  to  reject  a proposal,  to 
postpone  a matter,  that  no  decision  can  be  reached,  or  that  there  are  various 
opinions  that  may  be  held.  When  consensus  has  been  reached  that  various  opinions 
can  be  held  concerning  a matter,  those  various  opinions  shall  be  recorded  in  the  final 
wording  of  the  minutes  and  the  report  and  the  record  of  the  meeting.4 


4 3 See  the  “Constitution  and  Rules  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches”  as  amended  at  the  9th 
Assembly,  2006,  XX  Conduct  of  Meetings,  sections  8 & 9. 
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7.9.  If,  at  any  time  when  it  is  inconvenient  to  hold  a meeting  of  the  Commission,  the 
Moderator  Leaders  of  the  Commission  and  Secretariat  shall  decide  that  there  is 
business  requiring  immediate  action  by  the  Commission,  it  shall  be  permissible  for 
them  to  obtain  by  post,  fax,  or  any  other  electronic  means  the  opinions  of  its 
members  and  the  majority  opinion  thus  ascertained  shall  be  treated  as  equivalent  to 
the  decision  of  a duly  convened  meeting. 

8.  Faith  and  Order  Studies 

8.1.  The  Commission  shall  formulate  and  carry  through  the  study  programme. 

8.2.  The  Secretariat,  as  authorised  by  the  Commission,  shall  invite  persons  to  serve  on 
the  study  groups  and  consultations.  Due  regard  shall  be  paid  to  special  competence 
in  the  fields  of  study  concerned  and  to  the  need  for  the  representation  of  a variety  of 
ecclesiastical  traditions  and  theological  viewpoints. 

8.3.  Study  groups  shall  normally  include  both  those  who  are  and  those  who  are  not 
members  of  the  Commission. 

8.4.  In  planning  such  studies  all  possible  contacts  shall  be  sought  or  maintained  with 
allied  work  already  in  progress  under  such  auspices  as  those  of  regional  or  national 
councils  or  of  individual 

churches  or  of  ecumenical  institutes  and  theological  faculties  or 
departments. 

8.5.  Study  groups  shall  prepare  reports,  as  requested,  for  discussion  in  the  Commission, 
at  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order  or  at  assemblies.  Any  such  report  should 
bear  a clear  indication  of  its  status. 

8.6.  The  Commission  on  Faith  and  Order  appraises  the  results  of  its  own  work,  and 
decides  when  its  studies  have  reached  the  status  of  a study  text  or  a convergence 
statement.  The  work  of  Faith  and  Order  may  be  adopted  and  commended  by  the 
Central  Committee  or  the  Assembly. 

8.7.  The  publication  of  such  reports  and  of  other  Faith  and  Order  papers  shall  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  Secretariat  as  authorized  by  the  Commission. 


9.  Finance 

9.1.  The  financing  of  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  will  be  undertaken  in  the  normal  way 
as  part  of  a project  area  of  the  WCC.  The  Secretariat,  in  consultation  with  the 
officers  Leadership  of  Faith  and  Order,  shall  be  responsible  for  working  with  the 
Associate  General  Secretary  and  finance  officer  of  the  programme  area  preparing  a 
budget  for  the  activities  of  Faith  and  Order. 

9.2.  The  officers  Leadership  of  Faith  and  Order  will  receive  reports  on  the  budget  and 
funding  of  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  and  will  provide  oversight  of  the  detailed 
planning  and  policy  in 
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relation  to  the  funding  of  activities  (e.g.  studies)  of  Faith  and  Order  within  the  overall 
policies  and  budget  of  the  programme  area  approved  by  the  Central  Committee. 

9.3.  The  Commission  shall  assist  in  developing  the  financial  resources  available  for  the 
work  of  Faith  and  Order. 

10.  Communication  with  the  Churches 

The  Commission  shall  be  concerned  to  facilitate  communication  with  the  churches.  It  shall 
make  generally  available  results  of  studies  where  such  studies  are  formally  communicated  to  the 
churches  through  the  Central  Committee.  In  certain  studies  the  churches  may  be  invited  to 
make  a formal  response.  A member  should  be  willing  to  accept  some  responsibility  for 
communication  between  Faith  and  Order  and  his  or  her  church  and  ecumenical  bodies  in  his  or 
her  country. 

1 1 . Revision  of  the  By-Laws 

Proposals  for  the  amendment  of  these  by-laws  may  be  made  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Central  Committee  in  consultation  with  the  Commission  and  the  program  committee.  Any 
proposed  amendment  must  be  circulated  in  writing  to  the  members  of  the  Commission  not  less 
than  three  months  before  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  at  which  it  is  to  be  considered  for 
adoption.  A proposed  amendment  requires  the  approval  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  present  and  voting,  before  final  approval  by  the  Central  Committee. 
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